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CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘THE NUMBER OF PERSONS who, since the Judicature 
Acts came into operation, are summoned as witnesses 
before the courts of the Chancery Division is large, yet 
there has not yet been provided any witnesses’ waiting- 
room, nor is there any place available for that purpose. 
When, therefore (as is often the case), witnesses are re- 
‘quired to leave the court, they are unable to find any 


place of shelter within call. Last week a large body of 
witnesses, including several females, had to wait outside 
the court of Mr. Justice Fry, and to remain within call 
during a snow storm and in the teeth of a piercing wind. 
The penalties attaching to the position of witness are 
quite serious enough without having superadded to 
them the probability of illness from exposure to the 
weather, 





A LEARNED CORRESPONDENT opportunely writes to sug- 
gest that the members of the profession who are con- 
‘cerned in the management of house property held by 
underleases should come to some understanding as to the 
best means of providing against the results of the recent 
decisions in Stocker v. The Planet Building Society (27 
W. R. 793, 877). We drew the attention of our readers 
to the judgment of the Court of Appeal in that case a few 
@ays after it was given. It will be remembered that the 
‘¢ffect of the decision is that a lessee liable to forfeiture 








for non-repair, who has underleased, cannot enter on the 
demised premises for the purpose of repairing, even to 
avoid a threatened forfeiture, unless express power to 
enter for that purpose has been reserved in the under- 
lease. It is obvious that in future no professional 
adviser should allow his client to grant an underlease 
without making provision for this contingency, and the 
question arises how this provision should be framed so 
as, while securing the underlessor, to avoid annoyance 
to the underlessee. There are few persons better fitted 
than our correspondent to solve this question, but, unlike 
the ancient saint, his learning doth never outrun his 
prudence, and for the present he prefers to hear, rather 
than to make, suggestions. 


THE FREQUENT FALLS OF sNow with which we are now 
afflicted have caused the Marylebone Vestry to give public 
notice to the inhabitants of that parish that “a summons 
will be issued for the recovery of the penalty in every 
case of neglect” to comply with the provisions of 35 
Geo. c. 73, 8s. 99, and 57 Geo. 3, c. xxix, s. 63, whereby 
occupiers are required once every day to cleanse the 
footways in front of their houses, the penalty being 
five shillings in ordinary cases, and ten shillings “ during 
the continuance of frost, or after or during the fall of 
snow.” The Legislature has indeed shown much care in 
this matter. As to the metropolis, the 117th section of 
the Metropolitan Management Act, 1855, provides that 
“every vestry shall cause any footway within their 
parish or district to be scraped, swept, or cleansed in 
such manner and at such times as they think fit,” 
* But this enactment,” it is added, “shall not relieve 
any occupier from any liabilities to scrape,” &c. The 
reference, we presume, is to the Marylebone Act above 
cited, and to the general 60th section of the Metropoli- 
tan Police Act, 1839, by which “every occupier of a 
house” in the Metropolitan Police District who 
shall not keep sufficiently swept and cleansed 
all footways adjoining to the premises occupied 
by him” is liable to a penalty of forty shillings. 
In country districts the Highway Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 
4, c. 50), s. 26, enacts that, “if any impediment or 
obstruction shall arise in any highways from accumula- 
tion of snow,” the surveyor shall, from time to time, 
and within twenty-four hours after notice thereof from 
any justice of the peace of the county in which the 
parish may be situate, cause the same to be removed. 





Tue case or Wilson v. Richardson, recently decided 
by the First Division of the Court of Session in Scotland, 
which has attracted a good deal of adverse criticism in 
that country, serves to illustrate an important principle 
with regard to the publication of legal proceedings. It 
was an action for libel brought against the publisher of 
an Edinburgh newspaper, who had inserted the substance 
of a claim (Scotéicé, summons and condescendence) in an 
action, which reflected upon the character of the plain- 
tiff, who was no party to that action. At the date of 
publication, that action had just been ‘“‘called into 
court ’—i.¢., it was in a stage corresponding to our 
delivery of statement of claim, with this difference, 
that the ‘‘ summons ”’ is then delivered into the hands of 
the ‘‘ clerk of process,” and thus becomes in some sense 
a judicial proceeding. The time for delivering a defence 
had not yet arrived. As a matter of fact, it is the 
common practice of Scotch newspapers to publish plead- 
ings at this stage; and the particular paragraph in 
question had been reprinted from another newspaper. 
The present action for libel came on for hearing on the 
ground of ‘‘relevancy,’ which broadly corresponds to 
our own demurrer. The Lord Ordinary (Craighill), 
decided that the action was relevant, and that the plain- 
tiff was entitled to an issue—i.¢., to a trial and assess- 
ment of damages by a jury. His decision has now been 
upheld on appeal by an unanimous judgment of a court 
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consisting of Lord President Inglis, and Lords Deas, Mure, 
and Shand. Some English cases on the law of libel were 
quoted in argument, but the court based its judgment 
upon the special character of its own proceedings. 
Indeed, it might have been better if no reference had 
been made to English law, for Lord Deas is reported in 
the Scotsman as curiously misrepresenting our proceed- 
ings in a case of libel. The principle of the Scotch 
decision, so far as we are competent to disentangle it, is 
to the following effect. The right of publishing legal 
proceedings is merely a recognition of the fact that courts 
of justice are open to the public. Whatever reporters 
hear in open court, that they may publish, subject, of 
course, to certain admitted exceptions; and their reports 
will be protected by the plea of privilege. But news- 
papers have no such right to publish ex parte proceedings 
in an action, before they have been made public in open 
court, and at a stage when the other side has no 
opportunity of being heard in reply or explanation. 
So stated, the decision appears to be, not only 
good sense, but also in harmony with the practice 
of English law. It is difficult to imagine how cir- 
cumstances identical in every respect could arise in this 
country. But if any one, whether newspaper proprietor 
or party to an action, were to venture to publish a state- 
ment of claim containing matter prima facie libellous, 
he would gain little by pleading privilege. There is, 
indeed, a class of English cases strongly corroborative 
of this opinion, which do not appear to have been cited 
before the Scotch court. These all have to do with the 
doctrine of contempt of court, and are confined to the 
chancery reports. So far back as Loach v. Garvan (2 
Dick. 794) it was held a contempt for a party to publish 
his brief before the suit came on. In Vernon v. Vernon 
(19 W. R. 404) the plaintiff, having himself supplied a 
statement of his case to a local newspaper, moved that the 
newspaper proprietor should be committed for pub- 
lishing adverse comments. Bacon, V.C., refused to 
make any order in the matter. But the nearest case 
is that of Cheltenham v. Swansea Wagon Company 
(17 W. R. 463, L. R. 8 Eq. 580), in which Malins, 
V.C., held it to be contempt of court for a newspaper 
to publish, before it was heard, a petition for the 
winding up of a company, which contained grave 
charges against the directors. 





AN INTERESTING POINT on the law of horses, not yet, 
so far as we know, decided by any reported English 
case, has recently been adjudicated upon by the Supreme 


Court of Maine. Who is responsible for the cost of 
medicine and veterinary surgeon’s attendance on a horse 
which has been hired and falls sick during the hiring ? 
According to Pothier (Zouage, § 129) if a horse which is 
lent for a journey falls sick, the expenses of the treat- 
ment must be paid by the lender. So the American Court 
held, and Barrows, J., in delivering judgment, is reported 
to have explained the reasons for his decision as follows 
[We are not responsible for the judge’s English]: 
—‘ ‘Upon whom, then, as between the hirer and the 
owner, should the expense of keeping and caring for the 
defendant’s horse which ‘became diseased and sick 
while in the hirer’s hands’ fall? Up to the time when 
he fell sick it was the hirer’s business to furnish him at 
his own proper expense with meat for his work. But 
how was it when he could no longer lawfully use him 
under his contract? Unless the horse was disabled 
through some fault or neglect of the hirer, the owner is 
the one who bears the burdens occasioned by his failure 
to perform the work for which he was hired, and among 
them would be the expense of the care and cure of the 
animal—an expense which enures directly to his benefit. 
There would be good reason for holding that in such a 
case the hirer is the agent of the owner to procure such 
reasonable and necessary sustenance and farrier’s attend- 
—_ as might be required until the animal could be got 
ome,’ 





THE LUNACY LAWS. 


Tux recent case of Nowell v. Williams has recalleg 
attention to the subject of the Lunacy Laws so fap 
as these authorize the forcible detention, without 
public inquiry, of persons alleged to be lunatics, 
It is not, we think, too much to say that, if the 
law had been contrived for the express purpose of 
facilitating the wrongful imprisonment of sane persong 
who, from whatever cause, had become obnoxious to 
their own relatives, it could hardly have been more ac. 
curately adapted to that end. It is not a very unusual 
phenomenon to find an heir who considers that his an- 
cestor is keeping him too long out of his inheritance, 
and who would not be sorry to find some means of af 
least securing that it shall not be permanently diverted 
from him by the marriage, testacy, or conveyance of the 
present owner. If the latter should be, as is not unfre. 
quently the case, a somewhat testy old gentleman, the 
thing is done. Or, again, the memory of a good many 
of our readers will carry them back to the case of a 
young man, of considerable property and very extrava- 
gant habits, who was incarcerated on a charge of 
lunacy, which, when it came to be investigated 
before a jury, proved to be the most baseless of 
inventions. True, in this case the alleged lunatic 
was in a position to require the solution of the 
question of his sanity or insanity by verdict, because 
it was necessary, for the purposes of the incarcera- 
tion, to have him found lunatic by inquisition, and 
he was fortunate enough to be in communication 
with a legal adviser possessed of sufficient deter- 
mination and energy to insist upon his rights. Bus 
it would be as absurd to defend the present state of the 
law, on the ground that it failed in this case to do 4 
permanent injustice, as to adduce the fact that other 
persons have managed to escape from the asylums to 
which they have been consigned as a defence for their 
original incarceration. It is only too well known to 
those who have made it their business to look into this 
question that persons under detention, rightly or wrongly, 
as lunatics, in so-called private asylums, are not in 
general informed of their rights, and that should the 
keeper of the asylum and the person at whose instance 
the alleged lunatic is detained—that is to say, the two 
persons most interested in prolonging the detention— 
desire to keep him in ignorance of the safe guards which 
the law has thrown round his liberty, such as they are, 
no efficient means for preventing them from doing so are 
provided by the law as it now stands. Once let the 
alleged lunatic find his way into the private asylum, and 
his chance of communication of any sort with the world 
without depends—in the absence of such a combination 
of fortuitous circumstances as is seldom seen and can 
never be relied on—entirely upon the good-will of the 
very people who, if he be really sane, or even of doubtful 
sanity, are vitally interested in preventing any such 
communication. 

But, it may be said, the law so carefully guards 
the liberty of the individual in the first instance 
that it may fairly be presumed that no one is 
detained as a lunatic whose conduct has not, at any rate, 
afforded strong grounds for the belief that he is of 
unsound mind. Let us see what is the protection 
afforded in this respect. Two medical men, neither of 
whom need have, or ordinarily in fact have, any special 
acquaintance with the subject, call upon the patient, 
with whom they need not have, and frequently have not, 
any previous acquaintance whatever, not at his own 
instance, but at that of some third person who may have, 
and not seldom has, very strong grounds for desiring 
the lunacy of his relative; they may be, and generally 
are, carefully primed by their client with the questions 
likely to bring out the ‘‘ delusions””—in other words, to 
excite the irritability—of the victim, who may be, and 
almost invariably is, utterly ignorant’ of' the object of 
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their visits, and thus taken completely off his guard ; if, 
as the result of a single interview so conducted, the 
tient is provoked to a hasty expression, or a movement 
of irritation, or if, from whatever motive, he expresses 
what can be tortured into an assent to any of the alleged 
delusions (which may be, for all the doctor knows, 
ectly true, and not “delusions” at all), the success- 
fal operator retires, with an easy conscience, to put his 
ature to a document, on the faith of which, without 
any opportunity of meeting it, without even any com- 
munication to him of its existence, the person therein 
certified to be of unsound mind may be summarily 
arrested and imprisoned for the term of his natural 
life! We are aware that a select committee of the 
House of Commons some years ago reported that they 
had not been able to discover any cases of injustice 
under the operation of these laws; but that very fact 
far to prove the inefficiency of the means pro- 
vided for the investigation of the question. If a case 
like that of Dr. Nowell could be brought to light, as this 
has been, as it were by accident, it requires a wonderful 
amount of faith to believe that it really is an isolated 
instance and not a type of a very much larger class 
which, for the most part, remain undiscovered and un- 
remedied. 

The jury in Dr. Nowell’s case appended to their 
verdict an expression of opinion that the existing 
law as to the necessary medical certificates was 
insufficient, and they made the absurdly futile 
recommendation that the medical witnesses should in 
future, like the witnesses to a will, sign in one another's 
presence. How that proposed alteration could, under any 
circumstances, affect the question beneficially to the 
alleged lunatic it is not easy tosee; we think it will not 
be difficult to show that its effect, so far as appreciable 
at all, would be in the opposite direction. But this 
opens up a question too long to be dealt with within the 
limits of a single article. We have endeavoured, as 
briefly as we could, to point out the evil; we hope at an 
early opportunity to suggest the appropriate remedy. 





FARM LEASES. 
III. 


Ay indignant agriculturalist of the last generation con- 
cluded a tirade against the lawyers who prepared farm 
leases with the remark that they were “ just as ignorant 
of the practice of agriculture as a Hottentot or a Pata- 
gonian.” The observation would have been more just 
if it had been confined to the early part of the present 
century, when farm leases were comparatively infrequent, 
when few landowners had their common forms of farm 
agreement, and when agricultural leases for large estates 
were often prepared in London offices. When Kennedy 
and Grainger wrote, in 1828, they referred to the 
drawing up of farm leases by professional men in 
London, and ascribed to it an important change which 
had then recently occurred in the form of cultivation 
covenants. Agricultural customs having, as we saw last 
week, rapidly sprung up, it became natural that land- 
lords should desire expressly to adopt in their formal 
leases the provisions by which, in the absence of stipula- 
tion, their tenants would be impliedly bound. But in- 
stead of setting out in the lease, in plain and unambiguous 
terms, the provisions of the custom, it became a common 
practice to stipulate that the land should be farmed ac- 
cording to the custom of the country, or, what is the 
same thing, according to the most approved practice of 
husbandry in the district. This was, of course, inane; 
if no provision at all had been made the result would 
have been the same. The practice may, to some extent, 
have had its origin in the cause to which it was 
ascribed; but a more likely reason was the inde. 
finiteness of the customs. It would be difficult, be- 
fore Kennedy and Grainger’s book was published, for 
any landlord to ascertain the precise nature of the custom 








of his district. Whatever may have been its origin, 
however, the covenant to which we refer held its ground 
for some time, and it is still to be found (in a slightly 
modified shape) in a form of agricultural lease given in 
the last edition of a standard modern collection of pre- 
cedents. 

The advantages of defining in the lease the obligations 
of the tenant as to cultivation and his rights on quitting 
are obvious, and it is probable that before the middle of 
the present century this course was frequently adopted. 
In the precedent of a lease of a farm in Norfolk, given in 
the appendix to Platt on Leases, published in 1847, 
(apparently a form adopted on a large estate), the covenant 
as to cultivation binds the lessee to cultivate “ accord- 
ing to the four-course system of husbandry practised in 
Norfolk, as nearly as the size of the several closes of 
land will admit (that is to say), shall yearly cause one 
of the said shifts to be properly summer tilled and sown 
with turnips, to be twice well hoed and preserved for a 
crop,” and so on as to all the shifts. Provision is also 
made that the grass seeds to be sown on one division in 
the last year of the lease may be sown by the lessor; 
that the last year’s dung, hay, and straw shall be left, 
and that the lessor shall pay for the threshing and clean- 
ing of the last year’s crop, also for the turnips and hay 
grown in the last year. In Mr. Cooke's book on 
Agricultural Tenancies, published in 1850, there are 
given numerous forms of agreement for yearly tenancies 
in use, previously to that date, by owners of large estates 
who were also eminent agriculturalists. In nearly all 
of these the allowances to be made to the tenant on 
quitting are carefully specified, and in several the course 
of cultivation during the tenancy is provided for with 
more or less minuteness. And in the so-called “‘land- 
lord’s lease” for a term of years, givenin this work—i.e., 
a form of lease with ‘‘ covenants expressly adapted to the 
security of the landlord” —elaborate provision is made 
for the adoption of the four or five-course system 
of cultivation; for the duties of the off-going tenant 
and for the allowances to be made to him on quit- 
ting; and it is also provided “ that no local usage or 
custom of the country shall have any effect upon the 
tenancy created under this lease, but the rights and 
obligations of the parties hereto shall depend only upon 
the terms of this indenture and upon the general law.” 
And another form, which is described by this author as 
“‘a very good specimen of the ordinary agricultural 
lease,” prescribes the four-course system, and provides 
that the landlord shall pay at a reasonable fodder price 
for the hay, straw, and chaff left by the out-going 
tenant, also for seeds sown in the last spring of the term, 
and for folding sheep on the clover lays in the last year 
for the benefit of the incoming tenant. We may take it, 
therefore, that the ordinary covenants as to cultiva- 
tion, which a quarter of a century before not unfre- 
quently simply expressly prescribed as the guide the 
custom of the country without defining it, had, before 
1850, grown into provisions complete in themselves, and 
excluding the custom. And as to allowances on quitting 
it is to be observed that not only were the ordinary 
payments for hay, &c., and for the seeds sown in the last 
spring, expressly provided for, but there now appear, for 
the first time so far as we have observed, in a few of the 
agreements for yearly tenancies before referred to 
(notably in Lord De Grey’s and Mr. Tollemache’s 
forms), provisions for compensation for draining, clay- 
ing, and other unexhausted improvements. 

In order to trace the direction and extent of the 
changes which have occurred during the last quarter of a 
century in the provisions of farm leases, so as to com- 
plete our sketch of the history of the subject, probably 
the best course will be to compare the form of farm 
agreement employed thirty years or so ago on the estates 
in Derbyshire of a nobleman, with the form in use with re- 
ference to the same estates at a recent date. We select 
this case as a fair illustration, because the common 
forms used on the estates of great noblemen are not 
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altered without much consideration and wide inquiry, 
and are seldom in advance of the times. In the form 
of agreement in use thirty years ago, the tenant was 
made to agree, with regard to cultivation of the farm, 
that he would not break up any meadow or old pasture- 
land; that he would return to the land two tons of 
purchased manure for every ton of hay sold which had 
grown thereon; and would spread on the land all 
manure, &c., made on the premises; and that he would 
not “do any injury to any part of the said land by 
excessive or irregular ploughing, cropping, or mowing, 
cr in any other manner” [as to this last matter the 
agreement was clearly behind the age]. As to allow- 
ances on quitting, the agreement provides that the out- 
going tenant shall be paid for growing crops of wheat 
sown on a summer fallow; for the unconsumed hay, 
straw, and fodder of the growth of the preceding sea- 
son, and for the unexpended manure and compost, 
“this payment to be in lieu of all other payments 
and compensations, notwithstanding any law, custom, 
or usage to the contrary.” 

Turning now to the more recent agreement, we find, 
in addition to provisions restrictive of the ploughing 
up of old grass land, an absolute vrohibition of the sale 
of any “‘ produce” without the agent’s written permis~ 
sion, and a provision that the tenant shall have at least 
one-fifth of the arable land in clover, summer or turnip 
fallow in every year; that he shall, with the first 
crop of corn after such fallow, sow good clover or other 
seed, and that he shall not take more than two white 
crops without a summer or turnip fallow intervening. 
But it isin respect of the compensation for the outgoing 
tenant that the most remarkable change occurs. The 
simple provision of the old agreement has swollen to a 
series of elaborate clauses, occupying nearly as much 
space as the rest of the agreement, and arranging under 
thirteen heads the various subjects in respect of which 
compensation may be claimed by the outgoing tenant. 

The standard precedents of leases in use in our day 
show a like advance in the direction of definite provision 
and restriction. Thus in the volume of Davidson’s Pre- 
cedents relating to leases, it will be found that in every 
form of purely agricultural lease the system of cultivation 
to be adopted is specified in more or less detail, and the 
tenant is bound to consume all hay, straw, and root crops 
on the premises. The result to the tenant of the change 
from the comparative freedom and indefiniteness of 
the custom (first impliedly incorporated in his lease 
and then incorporated by express general reference) 
to the definite, inflexible and detailed provisions 
of the modern cultivation covenant, has not, so far as 
we know, been much observed, but it appears to be little 
short of a revolution. 





Mr. Justice Bowen has accepted an invitation from the 
Western Circuit to dine with the members of the bar mess 
at the Albion tavern, Aldersgate-street, on this day, Satur- 
day, November 29. 

The conviction of Fullagar for appropriating to his own 
use property intrusted to him for safe custody has been 
affirmed by the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases 
Reserved. 

Sir Henry J. 8. Maine, K.C.S.1., was entertained at 
dinner at Oxford on Saturday last, on the occasion of 
his resigning the chair of jurisprudence and in recognition 
of the great services rendered by him to legal study. The 
dinner, which took place in the ball of All Soul’s College, 
was given by the professors and lecturers in law, and others, 
resident and non-resident, eonnected with the teaching of 
law at Oxford. The Regius Professor of Civil Law (Mr. 
Bryce) presided, and there were also present Lord Sel- 
borne, the Right Hon. Mountagne Bernard; Dr. Clark, 
Regius Professor of Civil Law at Cambridge; Dr. Stubbs, 
Regius Professor of Modern History ; Sir Travers Twiss 
Q.C., Mr. Horace Davey, Q.C. (counsel to the Univer- 
sity), Sir Matthew Ridley, Dr. Tristram, and others. 





————.2 


Rebtews. 


LEGAL DIARIES. 


Lxeat Diary anp ALMANACK For 1880, &c. Edited by 
H. Auan Scorr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law- Waterlow 
Brothers & Layton. 

This strikes us as a very well arranged and complete 
legal diary. The size is convenient and the paper of 
good quality. Lists are given of counsel practisin 
in London and of London and country solicitors, 
and, in addition to the other information common to 
these publications, we observe a list of stamp duties on 
instruments from 1804 to the present time, and an 
index to the important statutes from an early period, 
The digest of statutes of last session we suppose has 
become a recognized part of all these diaries, but the 
room it occupies might be better employed. 


Tue Lawyer’s CompANIon AND Diary ror 1880, Edited 
by Joun Tuompson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 

& Son; Shaw & Sons. 

We have so often noticed the successive issues of this 
work that little remains to be said beyond the remark 
that the present issue will sustain the reputation of the 
book. 








Geweval Curresponvdence. 
To Corresponpvents.— All letters intended for publica- 
tion in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenti- 
cated by the name of the writer. The Editor cannot 
undertake to return MSS. forwarded to him. 


UNDERLEASES. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—The recent case of Stocker v. The Planet Build- 
ing Society (27 W. R. 793, 877), decided by the Master 
of the Rolls, and affirmed on appeal, appears to be one 
of very great importance to the owners of leasehold 
property. Shortly stated, the point decided is that a 
lessee who has underlet has no power to enter on the 
demised premises for the purpose of fulfilling the 
lessee’s covenants as to repairing, &c., contained in the 
original lease, even with a view to avoid a threatened 
forfeiture by the superior landlord under his proviso for 
re-entry, unless an express authority to enter and do such 
repairs has been reserved by the underlease. 

It has not, I believe, hitherto been usual to reserve 
any such power or authority in underleases, it being 
supposed, no doubt, either that the underlessee might be 
trusted to do the repairs, or that the superior landlord 
would not interfere as long as his rent was paid. But, 
after the above-mentioned decision, it is clear that any 
professional man will incur a very serious responsibility 
if he allows his client to grant an underlease which does 
not reserve to the underlessor power to enter and fulfil 
the repairing and painting covenants contained in the 
original lease, and to charge the underlessee with the 
expense, 

At the same time, it is obvious that such a power might 
become a source of very serious annoyance to the under- 
lessee if the underlessor or his agent were disagreeable; 
it would be no joke for a man on returning to town 
after his holiday to find that his house had been re- 
painted at his expense in his absence, under the direo- 
tion of his landlord’s agent, who might be a “‘ decorator.” 

The amount of house property held by underlease ia 
London and its neighbourhood is so vast that it would 
be very desirable if those members of the profession 
who are concerned in its management could come to 
some understanding as to the best means of providing 
for the point above referred to. And I venture to 
trouble you with these lines in the hope that they may 
draw attention to the subject. 

CoxveYANCER, 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
MicHaELMAS EpvucationaL Term, 1879. 


Regulations for the Examination of Students onthe Subjects 
of the Professors’ Lectures. 


In December next there will be four examinations, one in 
the subject of the lectures given by each professor, open 
(subject, as hereinafter mentioned), to all students who have 
during the year attended the lectures of any of the pro- 
fessors, but no student will be admitted to the examination 
in the subjects of the lectures of any professor unless he 
shall have attended at least two-thirds of the lectures given 
during the year by such professor. No student will be 
admitted to more than two examinations; and no student 
who shall have obtained a studentship will be admitted to 
any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, on 
the recommendation of the committee, be given (that is to 
say) :— 

hs the students who shall have passed the best exam. 
ination in the subjects of the lectures of each professor :— 
First prize, £50; second prize, £25; third prize, £15 ; 
fourth prize, £10. And a first and second prize of £70 
and £30 respectively, to the students who obtain the 
greatest aggregate number of marks in the examination in 
the subjectsof the lectures given by any two of the pro« 
fessors. 

No student will be entitled to more than one prize, but 
a student will receive the prize of the highest value to 
which he shall appear to be entitled. 

The committees w'l! not he obliged to recommend any of 
the above prizes to be awarded if the result of the exami- 
nation be such as, in their opinion, will not justify suth 
recommendation. 

The examinations will take place at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, 
and will commence on Thursday, the 18th of December, 
1879. 

Students who propose offering themselves for examina- 
tion must enter their names personally on or before Wed- 
nesday, the 10th of December, at the office of the Council 
of Legal Education, Lincoln’s-inn Hall. 

The examinations will be partly oral and partly in 
writing, by means of printed papers and questions. 

The following days and hours have been appointed for 
the examinations :— 

Thursday morning, December 18, 10 to 1, on Roman 
law, jurisprudence, and private international law. Thurs- 
day afternoon, December 18, 2 to 5, on equity. Friday 
morning, December 19, 10 to l,on common law. Friday 
afternoon, December 19, 2 to 5, on the law of real and 
personal property. 

By order of the Council, 
(Signed) 8S. H. Watrote, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, Nov. 22. 





SUBJECTS FOR DISCUSSION BY LAW 
STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Mr. A. M. Ellis, a member of the committee of the Law 
Students’ Debating Society, writes to us as follows on oar 
recent remarks on this subject :— 

“ Tn your issue of the 8th inst. there appear some remarks 
upon subjects for discussion by law students’ societies, 
in which notice is taken of two questions not long ago 
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discussed by the Law Students’ Debating Society. These 
questions were, ‘‘Is the tendency of modern times towards 
the obliteration of national distinctions in Europe ?” and 
‘Is honesty the best policy ?” 

“The author of the remarks appears to object to the first 
of these questions as being so wide that it could not by 
possibility have been thoroughly discussed. If the society 
“had eat continuously for a few weeks, perhaps some 
answers worth having might have been obtained ; but the 
notion of answering such a question in an houror two, is 
somewhat absurd.” Debating societies, whether legal or 
other, are societies for debate. They exist for the 
purpose of educating their members in the expression of 
thought. It is not, at least, their primary purpose to ob- 
tain answers worth having to questions propounded. To 
evoke debate, ths questions chosen must be of a kind to 
excite interest and secure the attendance of members. It 
will not, I imagine, be the solitary experience of the com- 
mittee of the Law Students’ Debating Society, that those 
questions excite most interest, and bring together the 
largest number of members, which are somewhat general 
in their terms and wide in their scope. Both the ques- 
tions mentioned above justified the choice of them by the 
interest evinced by the attendance of members when they 
were discussed, and by the character of the debates which 
arose upon them. 

“T donot think the society to which I belong flatters itself 
that the conclusions at which it arrives upon any subject 
are of great importance to the world at large. But I am 
sure that in a debate of an hour or two upon the questions 
under consideration, much was said worth listening to, and 
tending both to excite thought and to define opinion. 

‘‘The first question was really much narrower than the 
second, As regards the latter, I may take this opportunity 
of correcting an impression, which seems to have got 
abroad, that we abandoned the venerable conclusion that 
“ honesty is the best policy.” But, if you will put this 
proposition in an interrogative form to those accustomed to 
accept it as a truism, I think you will be astonished to find 
how little they really understand its real significance, and 
how imperfectly they perceive the nature of the truth 
which it contains, and which will secure its permanence. 
Many members of the Law Students’ Debating Society will, 
doubtless, owe to the debate in which they took part a 
more intelligent appreciation of its meaning and a more 
confirmed belief in its truth. 

“I should occupy too much of your space if I entered upon 
the consideration of other points which the remarks in your 
journal suggest. I desire only on this occasion to refer to 
the two questions discussed by the Law Students’ Debating 
Society, which were commented upon by you, and to justify 
the selection of them. It is the habit of that society to 
discuss general as well as legal questions, and in the selection 
of the latter as well as of the former it is the inclination of 
the committee to choose questions of larger rather than of 
more limited scope. They believe that in this inclination 
they are justified by the character of the debates which such 
questions evoke, and by the prosperous condition of the 
society, which they cannot but feel gratified to find that you 
characterize as ‘excellently conducted.’” 

Upon this letter we have only to remark that we entirely 
agree that debating societies are societies for debate But by 
debate we do not understand the utterance of snippets of 
knowledge or random observations made on the spur of the 
moment. Our impression is that questions of too general a 
character encourage the tendency to this sort of talk, and 
tempt members to attend by the prospect of being able to say 
something without previous preparation or trouble. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


This society held its weekly meeting at the Law Institu- 
tion on Tuesday evening last. A paper was read by Mr. J. 
A. Neale, B.A., entitled ‘‘The Waragf the Roses: A Re- 
view of Eight Dramas of Shakespeare;” and was followed b 
a discussion in which Messrs. £. Beresford, B.A., Cowdell, 
Hemsley, Napier, A. Austin, and A. M. Ellis took part. 
Mr. Neale succeeded in raising by his remarks a good debate, 
and though be did not escape adverse criticism a general 
tribute was paid to the excellence of bis paper. A vote of 
thanks was cordially passed to Mr. Neale at the conclusion 
of the meeting. 


——., 
<> 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


A meeting of the above society was held at Clement’, 
inn Hall on the ag of Wednesday last, when the su}. 
ject for debate was ‘‘ That the action for breach of promig 
of marriage should be abolished.” Mr. F. B. 
opened in the affirmative, and a well-sustained disc 
ensued, in which several visitors participated. Messrs, J, 
C. McColla, A. Rahman, Eustace Smith, R. G. Templer, ¢, 
Kains-Jackson, and W. C. Owen supported the opener, anj 
Messrs, Bateman Napier, E. Foi, Parker Seeton, H, ¢ 
Maxwell, of the Oxford Union, and another opposed. Mr, 
Moyle replied, and the chuirman (Mr. Shirley Shirley) 
the motion to the vote, when it was carried by a majority of 
seven. 

A meeting of the above society was held on Wednesday 
last, at Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, when Mr. W. L 


Kelke opened in the affirmative the — for debate, viz:— | 


“ That the law of primogeniture should be abolished, an 
the settlement of real estate limited to a life or lives jy 
being.” In the discussion which followed Messrs. C, Pa 
Henderson, and A. Spokes supported, and Messrs. Rundle, 
Levy, R. G. Templer, and R. T. D. Acland opposed the 
opener, who having replied, the chairman put the motion ty 
the vote, when it was carried by a majority of four. Qy 
Wednesday, December 10, there will be a joint debs 
at Clement’s-inn Hall between the members of the Lay 
Students’ Debating Society, and the United Law Student 
Society, the subject for discussion being “That regie 
tration [Qy. of title] should be made compulsory,” 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


A meeting of this society was held on Tuesday evening, 
November 18. Mr. Jos. Rowlands presided. The reportof 
the delegates appointed to represent the society at the 
recent Congress of Law Student Societies held in London 
was read, and a resolution passed that it be received and 
entered upon the minutes. A debate then took place on 
the following subject: ‘Is an advocate justified in defending 
a prisoner whom he knows to be guilty of the crime with 
which he is charged? ” The speakers on the affirmative were 
Messrs. Rogers, O’Connor, and Jones; on the negative, 
Messrs. Cochrane, Taylor, and Samuel. After a summing up 
by the chairman, the question was put and decided in the 
affirmative. A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded 
the meeting. 


MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 


The third meeting of the session of this society was held ot 
Tuesday evening at the Law Library, Cross-street Chambers, 
when the chair was taken by E. Jones, Esq., barrister-tl- 
law. The minutes of the last meeting having been read by 
the hon. sec. (Mr. T. W. Millar) and approved, and othe 
formal business transacted, the chairman called upon the 
hon. sec. to open the debate in favour of the affirmative 
The question for discussion was as follows :—* Is a purchase. 
in strict right entitled to call for the stamping, by the vem 
dor, of unstamped but extinct equitable charges which 
appear on the abstract of title; and, if so, should such 
charges be stamped as agreements or mortgages?” Mn 
Millar was followed by Messrs. Butcher, Rycroft, Attkins 
Hardman, and Price in favour of the affirmative, and Mr. 
Hislop, who led the negative side of the debate, was followed 
hy Messrs. Marshall, R. B. Wilson, J. C. Wilson, and 
Solly. Mr. Millar having after an animated discussiol 
replied, the chairman in a most able and exhaustive manné 
summed up, and put the question to the meeting in thre 
divisions, and it was ultimately decided in favour of the 
affirmative—the charges to be stamped as legal mortenes 
and not as agreements. A hearty vote of thanks to 
chairman, proposed by Mr. Attkifs, seconded by Mr. Hard: 
man, brought a most successful meeting, lasting upwards of 
three hours, to a close. 





At the request of the solicitors practising in the Sheftield 
County Court, the judge on Thursday issued an order that 
solicitors should wear robes in court to distinguish them from 
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Cases of the Teck. 


BankRuPTcy —SecvreD CreEpIToR — JuDGMENT — RE- 
RIVER — EQuitaBLe ExecuTion — ELEeGcit — BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, 88.12, 16—27 & 28 Vicr. c. 112, s, 1—Jupica- 
qe Act, 1873, s. 25, suB-SECTION 8,—On the 20th inst. the 
Court of Appeal (James, Baccatvay, and Tuesicer, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision of the Chief Judge in Ex parte Evans 
(27 W. R. 712, L, R. 11 Ch. D. 691). The question was 
whether, by the appointment of a receiver in an action 
in the Chancery Division, at the instance of a judgment 
creditor, before the commencement of the liquidation of the 
jodgment debtor, the creditor had obtained ‘equitable 
| execution’? of land in which the debtor had only an 

equitable interest, so as to make the judgment creditor a 

secured creditor within the meaning of the Bankruptcy Act, 

1869, although the creditor had not, before commencing his 

action, issued a writ of elegit. The material facts were as 

follows :—On the 15th of May the creditor recovered judg- 
ment against the debtor for £80 and costs. On the 7th of 

August, the jadgment bring unsatisfied, the creditor com- 

menced an action in the Chancery Division against the 

debtor for an account of what was due on the judgment and 
payment, or for a sale of certain real estate of the debtor 
, which was subject to a mortgage, and payment out of the 
proceeds, and for the appointment of a receiver of the rents 
and profits of the property and an injunction. The plaintiff 
had not issued a writ of e/egit, On the same day he applied 
éx parte for the appointment of a receiver, upon an aflidavit 
that the defendant was not, to his knowledge, entitled to 
any other lands or hereditaments, or any other property 
against which any writ of elegit, fiert facias, or other pro- 
cess of execution might be issued for the purpose of obtain- 
ing payment of the judgment debt, and an order was made 
mire an interim receiver, without security, to receive 
e rents and profits of the mortgaged property until after 
the 14th of August, but the receiver was “not in the 
meantime to take possession ”’ of the property. On the 14th 
of August an order was made in the action, upon notice, 
appointing the same person, upon his giving security, 
receiver of the rents and profits of the property, and direct- 
ing that the tenants should attorn and pay their rents to 
him. The same day the debtor filed a liquidetion petition, 
and a receiver was appointed. It did not appear whether 
the order absolute for the appointment of the receiver in the 
action was made before or after the appointment of the 
receiver under the petition. The receiver in the action 
never ay security. Under these circumstances the Chief 

7 eld that the appointment of the receiver operated as 
8 delivery in execution by ‘‘ other lawful authority ” of the 
land, within the meaning of section 1 of the Act 27 & 28 
Vict. c. 112, giving the creditor a charge or lien on the Jand, 
and making him a secured creditor at the commencement of 
the liquidation. In support of the appeal it was urged that, 
assuming that the appointment of a receiver could, under 
any circumstances, amount to an ‘‘equitable execution,” 
where an e/egit had not been previously issued, a mere 
interim appointment could not have that effect, and the 
absolute appointment, being an appointment upon the 
receiver's giving security, could not amount to an *‘ equitable 
execution ’’ until the security had been given. On this 
point the case of Edwards v. Edwards (24 W. R, 713, L. R. 
2 Ch. D. 291) was cited, in which it was held that, when 
areceiver of chattels had been appointed upon his giving 
security, an execution creditor who seized the chattels, 
before the receiver had given the security, had not been 
guilty of a contempt of court. This, it was said, showed that 
the appointment of the receiver had no operation at all 
until it was completed by the giving of thesecurity. Tt was 
farther urged that it was the settled practice of the Court of 
Chancery not to interfere in favour of a judgment creditor, 
even though the judgment debtor had no interest in land but 
an equitable one which an elegit could not affect, until the 
creditor had done all that he could to enforce his judgment 
at law by issuing an e/egit, and it was said that the Judica- 
cature Act has made no difference in this respect. In the re- 
cent cases of Hatton v. Haywood (22 W. R. 356, L. R. 9 Ch. 
a ey The Anglo-Italian Bank vy. Davies (27 W. R. 3, 
L. R. 9 Ch, 'D. 275), in the latter of which it was held that 


the appointment of a receiver on an interlocutory motion 
‘mounted to an equitable execution of land, an elegit had 
issued. The court held that the case was really con- 





cluded by Hatton v. Haywood and The Anglo-Italian Bank 
v. Davies. James, L.J., said that those cases had decided 
that the appointment of a receiver, which gave the creditor, 
through the receiver, the right to the possession of the land, 
was as much a delivery of the land in execution in the case 
of an equitable interest as was the return of the sheriff to 
the writ of e/egit in the case of a legal interest. The sheriff 
never took actual possession of the land; the return to the 
writ was a mere verbal delivery in execution. In the present 
case there were in existence two orders for the appointment 
of a receiver—the interim order which covered the day on 
which the liquidation petition was filed; and the absolute 
order which, though it could not be considered as per- 
fected till the security had been given, was, nevertheless, 
intended by the court as that equitable execution which the 
creditor had come to the court to obtain. The creditor had 
done all he could to obtain the equitable execution. 
TueEsicER, L.J., said that, although the giving of security 
by the receiver was part of the order, it was not one of the 
elements necessary to make the order equivalent to a 
delivery in execution, but, as soon as the order was made, 
it bound the land, and, if the receiver afterwards perfected 
the order by giving the security, his appointment would 
relate back to the dite of the order. And their lordships 
all agreed that the issue of a writ of elegit in the case of an 
equitable interest is a mere idle form, and one which is 
unnecessary since the Judicature Act. 


Act or Bankruptcy—Bitt or SaLE—AssIGNMENT OF 
WHOLE PROPERTY TO SECURE ANTECEDENT DEBsr—PR10R 
AGREEMENT TO GIVE Britt or Sate “ 1F RequirED ”—Onus 
Proxpanpdi.—lIn a case of Ex parte Kilner, before the Court 
of Appeal on the 20th inst., the question was whether an 
assignment of the whole of a trader’s property to secure a 
loan made to him ten months previously, the assignment 
being executed about three weeks before he filed a liquida- 
tion petition, he being at the time of its execution practi- 
cally insolvent, sould be supported by an agreement, 
entered into when the loan was made, to give a bill of sale 
“if required” by the lender. The Chief Jadge had held 
the bill of sale valid against the trustee in the liquidation. 
In support of the appeal reliance was placed on Ex parte 
Fisher (20 W. R. 849, L. R. 7 Ch. 636). On behalf of the 
bill of sale holder it was urged that Ez parte Fisher is not 
a decision that an agreement to give a bill of sale “if or 
when required” by a creditor is necessarily a fraudulent 
One, and one that caunot support a bill of sale of all the 
debtor’s property subsequently given to secure the debt. 
Such a construction of the decision in Ex parte Fisher 
would, it was said, be contrary, not only to a series of pricr 
authorities, such as Mercer v. Peterson (15 W. R. 1179, 16 
W. R. 486, L. R. 2 Ex. 304, 3 Ex. 104) and Harris v. 
Rickett (4 H. & N. 1), which the Court of Appeal recog- 
nized in Ex parte Fisher, but would be inconsistent with 
later decisions of the same court, such as Ex parte Isard 
(22 W. R. 342, L. R. 9 Ch. 271), and Ex parte Kiry (24 
W. R. 559, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 256). Bacoattay, L.J., said that 
the principle laid down in Ex parte Fisher was that, 
‘‘where the giving of the bill of sale is purposely post- 
poned until the trader is in a state of insolvency, in order 
to prevent the destraction of his credit, which would result 
from registering a bill of sale, such a postponement is evi- 
dence of an intention to commit an actual fraad against 
the general creditors,” and it was clear from the way 


‘in which that principle was enunciated by Mellish, 


L.J., that it was for the court in each case to take 
into consideration all the surrounding circumstances, 
and jadge whether there was an actual intention to commit 
a fraud on the general creditors. Ex parte Izard and Ex 
parte King were decided on their special ciroamstances, and 
in neither of them was there any expression of dissent from 
the principle laid down in Ex parte Fisher. On the evidence 
in the present Case ais lordship came to the conclusion that 
it was intended that the giving of the bill of sale should be 
postponed until the debtor should be in difficulties, and it 
should be necessary for the creditor’s protection that it 
should be given. The case was therefore entirely covered 
by Ex parte Fisher, and the bill of sale was void as agaiast 
the trustee in the liquidation. Tuarsicer, L.J, said that 
the principles of Mercer v. Peterson, and similar cases, were 
undoubtedly binding on the court; but those principles 
must be applied with very great caution, for otherwise they 
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would open the door to great frauds. The court must re- 
quire very clear evidence that the agreement set up to 
validate the bill of sale was a ond fide agreement, that it 
was not, to use the language of Mellish, L.J., in Ex parte 
Fisher, an agreement that the giving of the bill of sale 
should be delayed until the debtor should be in difficulties, 
with the view of avoiding the injury to his credit which 
would result from the registration of a bill of sale. Zz 
parte Fisher supplied a very wholesome correction to 
Mercer v. Peterson and that class of cases. Thecourt ought 
to require a very clear explanation of the reason why the 
execution of such a bill ofsale had been delayed. In the pre- 
sent case no explanation whatever had been given of the 
delay, and his lordship inferred that the intention of the 
parties at the date of the agreement was that no bill of 
sale should be given until the debtor should be in insolvent 
circumstances. James, L.J., added that in such cases the 
onus probandi was always on the person who set up the 
prior agreement to validate the bill of sale, to show, not 
only that there was such an agreement, but that it was a 
bond fide agreement. 


od 


Company—VoLuntary WinDING up—AGREEMENT FOR 
Satz or Business anp AssETS TO ANOTHER CoMPANY— 
VALIDITY As AGAINST CREDITORS—ComMPANtEs, ACT, 1862, 8. 
161.—In a case of In re The City and County Investment 
Company, before the Court of Appeal on the 19th inst., the 
important question was raised how far an agreement under 
section 161 of the Companies Act, 1862, entered into by a 
company about to be wound up Voluntarily, for the sale of 
its business and property to another company, is binding 
upon the creditors of the transferor company. The court 
(JEssEL, M.R., and James and BacGaxtay, L.JJ.) held that 
such an agreement was valid as against the creditors of the 
transferor company, no application having been made to 
the court for a winding-up order within a year from the 
passing of the special resolution approving of the agree- 
ment. Section 161 contains the following provision :—‘‘ If 
an order be made within a year for winding up the com- 
pany by or subject to the supervision of the court, such 
resolution shall not be of any validity, unless it is sanc- 
tioned by the court.” Jzssex, M.R., said that.if the agree- 
ment was an actually fraudulent one, the case could 
be easily dealt with at Jaw or in equity, and if it 
amounted to a fraudulent preference, section 164 would 
provide a remedy. If a mistake had been made, and 
the parties honestly, though erroneously, supposed that 
they had provided funds for the payment of the company’s 
debts, then the remedy was to be found in the above-men- 
tioned provision of section 161. If a creditor could not 
obtain payment of his debt he could apply within a year to 
the court for a winding-up order, and the court would not 
sanction the arrangement if it interfered with the pay- 
ment of the creditors. This view of section 161 was con- 
sistené with the general scheme of the Act. Shareholders 
might transfer their shares to a pauper, and, by virtue of 
section 38, they would not be liable to the creditors of the 
company after the expiration of a year, and the above pro- 
vision of section 161 placed shareholders who accepted 
shares in the transferee company in the same position as 
shareholders who transferred their shares in the ordi- 
nary way. The agreement was binding on all the share- 
holders by virtue of section 161, and it became binding on 
the creditors by lapse of the time mentioned in that 
section, 


PracticE—Warit oF NE EXEAT—LEGAL Dexst—Desrtors 
Act, 1869, s. 6.—In a case of Drover v. Beyer, an applica- 
tion was, on the 15th inst., made to the Court of Appeal for 
a writ of ne exeat, the application having been previously 
refused by Jessel, M.R. (ante, p. 66). The action was bronght 
upon @ mortgagee’s covenant to pay the mortgage debt, the 
mortgage being of a foreign ship, and some policies of insur- 
ance upon hergranted by some foreign insurance companies. 
The defendant was a foreigner resident abroad, having 
property abroad, but having no property in England. He 
happened to be temporarily in England, but had stated his 
intention of leaving almost immediately. The court 
(James, Baccatlay, and THesicer, L.JJ.) refused the 
application, James, L.J., said that a writ of ne cxeat was 
granted by the old Court of Chancery only in the case o 





ae 
an equitable debt. The writ was a species of mesne pro. 


cess, analugous to the power of arrest under mesne procegy _ 


at common law in the case of a legal debt. Before the 
Judicature Act, a writ of ne exeat could not have been 
granted in such a case as the present, and the Judicature 
Act had made no difference. It was then urged on behalf. 
of the applicant that an order of arrest might be made 
under the exception contained in section 6 of the Debtorg 
Act, 1869, on the ground that the defendant’s absence from 
England would “ materially prejadice the plaintiff in the 
prosecution of his action,” inasmuch as the plaintiff wonlg 
be entitled to obtain discovery from the defendant in relg. 
tion to the foreign insurances. Section 6, it was said, could 
have no meaning if it did not refer to something of this ki 
for otherwise the absence of a defendant abroad woald be an 
advantage to a plaintiff, as it would enable him to obtain 
judgment by default. The court, however, held that 
section 6 did not apply. James, L.J., said that the dig. 
covery suggested would not be a step in the prosecution of 
the action. And Tursicer, L.J., said that the argument 
must go to this extent, that whenever a defendant to an 
action was a foreigner without property in this country, but 
having property abroad, he could be arrested if he was in 
this country and was about to leave it. 


PrRAcTICE—UNAUTHORIZED User oF Name As PLaintipe 
—Costs—Morron To Dismiss—LiaBinity OF Soniciror— 
Form or OrpER.—In the case of Nurse v. Durnford, before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 21st inst., motions were made 
by the defendants to dismiss for want of prosecution. The 
action was one by country solicitors for an account against 
their London agents, and it appeared that one of the plain- 
tiffs, James Nurse, had instructed his then London agents, 
Messrs. Eyre & Co., to commence the action, maki 
himself and also the two co-executors (James Walker 
Ann Nurse) of a deceased son, formerly a partner with him, 
plaintiffs. James Nurse and Aun Nurse were both dead, 
and their estates were believed to be insolvent. On the 
motion to dismiss being served on James Walker, he served 
@ counter-notice on the defendants, asking that his name 
might be struck out as plaintiff, as having been inserted 
without his authority. On the 14th inst., when the motion 
was mentioned, the Master of the Rolls directed that the notice 
of motion should be amended by asking that the solicitors 
should pay the costs occasioned by improperly joining James 
Walker. The solicitors were served with notice of motion, 
and all three motions came on to be heard together, 
The form of order svggested by the defendants was that 
originally adopted in Dundes v. Dutems (1 Ves. jun. 200), 
and since followed in numerous cases under the old chancery 
practice—namely, of directing the costs to be paid by the 
plaintiff, in the first instance, leaving him to obtain indemnity 
from the solicitors. Jessex, M.R., said he could not 
with the principle on which the rule had been established, 
that, if an agent professed to act without authority on 
behalf of his principal, the rule was to make him liable to 
the persons deceived, and also to his assumed principal for 
any damage sustained by him. The common law rule had 
always followed the principles of the agency cases, and the 
courts had made the solicitor liable in the first instance. He 
thought the common law rule more correet in principle, 
he said he should follow it in preference to that in use in 
equity. He should make one order in all three motions, 
staying all further proceedings in the action, and directing the 
solicitors, Messrs. Eyre & Cc., to pay the plaintiff Walker's 
costs as between solicitor and client, and the defendants 
costs as between party and party. He also intimated that 
the solicitors would have a right to prove against the estate 
of the plaintiff James Nurse, who had caused the misjoinder, 
tor all the costs they would have to pay. 


PracricE—LEAVE TO siGN JUDGMENT UNDER Orp. 14, 
R. 3—AFFIDAVIT IN Repty TO DeEFENDANT’s ANSWER 
—In a case of Grugin v. Grepe, before the Master 
of the Rolls on the 22nd inst., a question arose whether 
plaintiff on an application to sign judgment under ord. 1 
r. 3, could file and use an affidavit in reply to the 
made by the defendant in his affidavit for leave to defend, 
It appears that there have been conflicting decisions in the 
common law divisions on the point, Jxssen, M.R., wat 
of opinion that there would be no difficulty in allow ing 
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a practice. What the judge had to do was to deter- 
mine whether the defendant could make out a prima facie 
easeshowing 4 defence, and there was no more difficulty in 
doing this b7 having the affidavit in reply than without 
gach an affidavit. The equity courts were quite familiar 
with the practice of determining whether a prima facie 
gaso was made on affidavits, as they had to decide this very 
question on every application for an interlocutory injanc- 
tion. As there were conflicting decisions on the point, 
he was not bound by either. He considered that under 


the words of the order the practice might be adopted, and, 
in his opinion the right course was tv allow the affidavit in 
reply to be read. 


Contract FOR SALE oF Lease—UnperLeaseE—Mis- 
pESCRIPTION — EnForcinG Contract. —In a case of 
Camberwell Building Society v. Holloway, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 20th inst., a question arose 
whether the court would enforce the sale of a leasehold 

perty under the following circumstances:—In the par- 
ticnlars of sale it was described as a “leasehold residence,” 
held at a low ground rent. The next house was stated to 
be “ underleased at an spportioned rent.” By the conditions 
of sale the vendurs were to deliver an abstract commencing 
with an indenture of lease, under which the lot was held, 
and the lease was to be produced at the time of sale, and the 
purchaser was to be taken to have notice of all indentures 


therein contained. An abstract of title was delivered com- | 


mencing with the lease, which on its face purported to 
be an underlease, and on this the purchaser ultimately 
declined to complete. Jessen, M.R., after commenting un- 
fayourably on the decisions in Madeley v. Borth (2 De G. and 
8m. 718) and Darlington v. Hamilton (Kay, 559), came to 
the conclusion that in the present case there was no mis- 
description, that there was nothing to show that an under- 
lease was not intended to be sold, and, moreover, that the 
purchaser was put upon ample notice that the property he 
was buying was in fact held under an underlease. He 
therefore gave judgment for specific performance, with 
costs. 


RecriFication of SETTLEMENT—MisTakE—EvIDENCE.— 
Inan action of Edwards v. Bingham, heard on the 21st 
inst., before Malins, V.C., his lordship rectified a settlement 
made on the marriage of Mrs. Edwards to her late husband, 
upon her unsupported evidence, under the following cir- 
cumstances :—She swore that she had not intended, and 
had not instructed her solicitor to prepare, the settlement, 
which comprised her property only, in such a way as to 
limit her power of disposing of any of her property in the 
event of her surviving her husband. The settlement, how. 
ever, gave her a power of appointment by deed as to a sum 
of £600, and, subject thereto, and to her life interest in the 
property, a power of appointment by will only over the 
whole of her property ; and, in default of appointment, there 
was a trust for the benefit of her children by any marriage, 
and, subject to the preceding trusts, there were trusts, in 
the event of her husband surviving her, for his benefit, and 
for the benefit of a stranger, and in the event of her survi- 
ving her husband for the benefit of her next of kin. Her 
husband pre-deceased her, and there were no children of 
the marriage, and she had not married again. Matins, 
V.C., was of opinion that the settlement ought to be recti- 
fied, having regard to the events which had happened, by 
giving Mrs. Edwards a power of appointment by deed over 
the whole property. 


Practice—DxrenDANT IN Person.—In an action of 
Cusel v. Bashford, brought to trial before Malins, V.C., on 
the 25th inst., while the plaintiff's case was being opened, 
the defendant repudiated in person both the solicitors ap- 
pearing on the record for him and the counsel instructed 
by them. Matins, V.C., said that, under the circum- 
stances, he could only hear the defendant in person, and 
that in so doing he was following a precedent laid down by 
Knight Bruce, L.J., who himself had followed Lord Eldon. 
He, however, allowed the action to stand over for a week 
for the parties to consider their position. 





Speciran Examiner — ExaMInaTION oF (CO- PLAIN- 
TIFFS RESIDENT ABROAD—ORD. 37, RR. 1, 4.—In a case 
of The Banque F:anco-Egyptienne v. Lutscher, before Fry, 
J.y on the 24th inst., the action was brought by a forcign 
corporation, and four foreigners resident abroad as co-plain- 
tiffs. The bank sued in respect of a very large debt; the 
co-plaintiffs sued in respect of a very much smaller debt 
arising out of the same transactions. The co-plaintiffs were 
joined as plaintiffs, instead of being made defendants, 
because it was feared that if they were made defendants they 
would become hostile to the bank. The bank desired to 
have the evidence of the co-plaintiffs in support of their case, 
but the co-plaintiffs refused to come to England to be 
examined. Under these circumstances the bank moved for 
the appointment of a special examiner to take the evidence 
of the co-plaintiffs abroad. Fry, J., made the order, ap- 
pointing a special to take the evidence of the four co-plain- 
tiffs (naming them), and providing that this was not to delay 
the trial. The costs to be costs in the action. 


Costs— DiscreTION OF THE CourT— UNNECESSARY 
AcTIcN TO EXECUTE TrUsTS OF SETTLEMENT.—In a case of 
Fane v. Fane, before Fry, J., on the 25th inst., the action 
was brought by one of two tenants for life under a settle- 
ment of a money fund to have the trusts of the settlement 
carried into execution by the court. There were originally 
two trustees, one of them died, and the defendants to the 
action were the surviving trustee and the other tenant for 
life. The alleged that the surviving trustee was perman- 
ently resident abroad, and that ke ought to be removed from 
his office, and that two new trustees ought to be appointed, 
and he asked that this might be done. The settlement con- 
tained a power of appointment by the tenants for life. The 
plaintiff also alleged that the defendant trustee had com- 
mitted a breach of trust, and asked that certain bonds, in 
which the trust fands were invested, might be deposited in 
a bank in the names of the new trustees. At the trial the 
plaintiff abandoned the charges against the defendant trastee, 
and admitted that there was no ground whatever for his 
removal. Under these circumstances the only question was 
whether the plaintiff ought to pay the whole ot the costs of 
the action. Fry, J., said that the action was really brought, 
not to have the trusts executed, but for the other purposes 
which had teen abandoned. The plaintiff was entitled to 
judgment for the execution of the trusts, but the trust funds 
bad never been in danger, and there was no ground for com- 
ing to the court. The court had a discretion as to the costs, 
and it would be properly exercised in this case by orderio 
the plaintiff to pay all the costs of the action up to 
including the trial. : 


PracticE—BanKRuprcy oF DEFENDANT AFTER ACTION 
SET DOWN FoR TRIAL—ORDER OF RBVIVOR AGAINST 
TrusTEE—SERVICE—DeEFAaULT OF APPEARANCE— FILING 
Pieapincs anD Notice oF Motion For Jup@MENT— 
NON-APPEARANCE OF DEFENDANT AT TRIAL—AFFIDAVIT 
oF Service or Notice or TRrat—Orp. 50, rR. 2, 4, 5— 
Orp. 16, Rk. 13—Orp. 19, rn. 6—Onp. 36, n. 20.—In @ 
case of Chorlton v. Dickie, before Fry, J., on the 2ist inst., 
the action was brought by one of three trustees against his 
co-trustees, Dickie and McLachlan, to compel them to make 
good a breach of trust. The pleadings having been closed, 
notice of trial was given by the plaintiff, and was served on 
the solicitors on the record, who appeared for both the 
defendants, and they accepted service for both defendants. 
The action was set down for trial, but, before it came on to 
be tried, the defendant Dickie was adjudicated a bankrupt, 
and a trustee of his property was appointed. The common 
order of course was obtained by the plaintiff that the action 
and the proceedings therein should be carried on and 
prosecuted against the trustee, in like manner as if he had 
been originally a defendant thereto. This order was served 
upon him, but he did not enter an appearance. The action 
had been marked in the list as standing over by reason of 
the bankruptcy, but, after the order of revivor had been 
made, it was restored to the paper for trial. Notice of this 
was served on the trustee. When the action came on for 
trial the defendant McLachlan appeared, but neither Dickie 
nor his trustee appeared. Judgment was given for the 
plaintiff. The registrar declined to draw up the judgment 
on two grounds—(1) that, as the trustee had not entered an 
appearance, the pleadings and notice of motion for judgment 
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ought, in accordance with rule 6 of order 19, to have been 
filed as against him ; (2) that, as Dickie did not appear at 
the trial, an affidavit of service of the notice of trial upon 
him ought to have been filed before the trial. Frv, J., held 
that, as notice of trial had been duly served on the defend- 
ant, Dickie, and the effect of the order of revivor was to 
place the trustee io the shoes of Dickie, it was unnecessary 
that the pleadings and notice of motion for judgment 
should be filed. His lordship also held that an affidavit of 
service of notice of trial was unnecessary, on the ground that 
the defendant wes sufficiently protected by the power of 
setting aside the judgment, given to the court by rule 20 of 
order 36. He said that when he held in Cockshott v. The 
London General Cab Company (26 W. R. 31) that an 
affidavit of service of notice of trial ought to be produced at 
the trial when the defendant did not appear, he did so 
because he was told by the registrar that it was the practice 
always to require this to be done. But it now appeared that 
this was not the practice in the common law divisions. 








Obituary. 


MR. SERJEANT COX. 


Mr. Edward William Cox, serjeant-at-law, deputy-assistant 
judge of the Middlesex Sessions, died sudden!y from 
apoplexy at his residence, The Moat Mount, Highwood-hill, 
Middlesex, on Monday, the 24th inst., at the age of seventy. 
On Monday morning he took his seat at Clerkenwell, in the 
second court, and discharged his judicial duties without any 
appearance of ill-health, He returned home in the after- 
noon, and in the evening he took part in a penny reading at 
Mill-bill. On returning home he went to his library, where 
shortly afterwards he was found dead by his daughter. Mr. 
Serjeant Cox was the eldest son of Mr. William Cox, of 
Taunton, and he was born in 1809. He was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1848, and 

ractised for many years on the Western Circuit, and at the 

evonshire, Exeter, Plymouth, and Devonport Sessions, 
and he had for many years a good criminal business. He 
was well known as a legal writer, being the founder, 
and for many years the editor of the Law Times, 
He was also the author (in conjunction with Mr. 
Thomas William Saunders) of a work on the Criminal 
Law Consolidation Acts, and (in conjunction with 
Mr. Standish Grove Grady) of a treatise upon the 
Law of Registrations and Elections. He ulso published 
(among other works) a Digest of Criminal Cases, ‘‘ The 
Law of Joint Stock Companies,” and “ The Arts of Writing, 
Reading, and Speaking,”’ and he was editor of the well- 
known reports known as ‘‘Cox’s Criminal Cases.” He was 
recorder of the boroughs of Helston and Falmouth from 
1857 till 1868, when he was appointed recorder of Portsmouth. 
In the same year he was created a serjeant-at-law, at the 
same time as Serjeants Sargood and Sleigh, this being the 
latest creation of serjeants, except in the case of newly- 
appointed judges. Mr. Serjeant Cox was a Conservative, 
and unsuccessfully contested Tewkesbury in 1854, and 
Taunton in 1865. He again stood for the latter borough in 
1868, when he was returned in conjunction with Mr. 
Barclay, defeating the present Sir Henry James by a few 
votes, but he was unseated on petition, and the seat was 
awarded to the latter. He was a magistrate and deputy- 
lieutenant for Middlesex, and chairman of petty sessions 
for the Edgware Division, and in 1870 (on the death of Mr. 
Joseph Payne) he became deputy-assistant judge, and dis- 
charged the duties of that office until his death. Mr. Ser- 
jeant Cox had devoted much attention to psychological studies, 
and he was president of the Psychological Society, and 
author of “The Mechanism of Man,” and other philosophi- 
cal works. It may be remembered that he became the 
purchaser of the site of Serjeant’s-inn on its recent sale by 
the former members. Mr. Serjeant Cox was twice married, 
first, in 1836, to the daughter of Mr. William Harris, and 
secondly, in 1845, to the daughter of Mr. John William 
Martin Fonblanque, many years a commissioner of the Court 
of Bankruptcy. 
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MR. JOHN PEARSE. 


Mr. John Pearse, solicitor, of Hatherleigh, died recently 
at his residence at that place, after a long illness. Mr, 
Pearse was born in 1818, was admitted a solicitor in 1842, 
and had ever since practised at Hatherleigh. He was a 
commissioner to administer oaths in the Sapreme Court of 
Judicature, and a perpetual commissioner for Devonshire, 
and he had a large private practice, having been for 
many years the only solicitor in the town. Mr. Pearse 
had been for many years clerk to the Commissioners of 
Taxes for the Hatherleigh Division of the county, and he 
was also clerk to the Hatherley Highway Board and School 
Board. He was in partnership with his son, Mr. 
Pearse, who was admitted a solicitor in 1874. 


MR. GEORGE ALLISON. 


Mr. George Allison, solicitor and proctor (the head of 
the firm of Allison, Son, & Willan), the oldest practising 
solicitor at Darlington, died at his residence at that place 
on the 12th inst., after a somewhat short illness. Mr, 
Allison was admitted a solicitor in 1820, and originally 
practised at Richmond, but a few years later removed to 
Darlington, where he carried on business until his death, 
He was at one period in partnership with Mr. Robert 
Nesham, afterwards with his son, Mr. George Thomas 
Allison, and more recently with Mr. Richard Willan, 
He was a commissioner to administer oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and a perpetual commissioner for the 
County Palatine of Durham, and the North Riding of York. 
shire, and his private practice was very extensive. He was 
for many years solicitor to the Darlington District Bank, 
Mr. Allison had formerly a good practice as a proctor in 
the local ecclesiastical courts. His death is much regretted 
at Darlington. 


MR. BENJAMIN WORKMAN. 


Mr. Benjamin Workman, solicitor, died at his residence, 
Hampton House, Evesham, on the 8th inst. at the age of 
eighty-six. He was the son of Mr. Joseph Workman, and 
was born in 1793. He was admitted asolicitor in 1819, and 
practised for about thirty years at Evesham. He had a large 
business, and was in partnership with his brother, Mr. Henry 
Workman, and with Mr. Herbert New, the present registrar 
of the Tewkesbury County Court. Mr. Workman retired 
from practice about thirty years ago, and was shortly after- 
wards placed in the commission of the peace for Worcester- 
shire and Gloucestershire, as well as for the borough of 
Evesham. He commanded the Tewkesbury Rifle Volunteers 
for several years after the formation of the corps. He had 
for some years devoted his attention to artistic pursuits, and 
his collection of paintings had obtained some celebrity. Mr. 
Workman was a bachelor. 








Appotwturents, Ete. 


Mr. Bruce Lockaart Burnsipe, Q.C., Attorney-General 
of the Bahamas, has been appointed Queen’s Advocate for the 
Island of Ceylon, in succession to Mr. Richard Cayley, appointed 
Chief Justice of Ceylon. Mr. Burnside was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1866. He was for several 
years Speaker of the Legislative Assembly of the Bahamas, 
and he was appointed a Queen’s Counsel for the colony in 
1874, and Attorney-General in 1875. 


Mr. Montacu Hawkins, solicitor, of 115, Leadenhall- 
street, E.C., has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner 
for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married 
Women in and for the Cities of London and Westminster and 
County of Middlesex. 


Mr. Georce WapuaM, solicitor (of the firm of Guscotte, 
Wadham, & Daw), of 19, Essex-street, Strand, has been 
appointed Under-Sheriff of the City and County of Bristol 
for the ensuing year. Mr. Wadham was admitted a solicitor 
in 1862, and has been under-sheriff of Bristol since the year 
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DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 
Wotrus Reep and WititaM JoLiirre, 86, Howard- 
gtreet, North Shields, and 25, Side, Newcastle-upon- Tyne, 
glicitors. (Reed & Jolliffe.) November 12. (Gazette, 


November 25.) 








Companies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Joint Stock ComMPaNIEs. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Panis Hansom Cas Company, Limtrep.—The M.R. has by an order 
dated Oct 14, app»inted Mr. W. Williams, King st, Cheapside, to be 
official liquidetor. Creditors are required, on or before Dec 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to the above. Jan 15 at 11 isfappointed for adjudicating upon 
the debts and c'aims 

Towyw Pier Company, Limitep.—Bv an order meade by V.C. Hall, 
dated Nov 11, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Steele, 
College hill, solicitor for the petitioner 

(Gazette, Nov 21.] 
layxvi, Tonpu, AND OGmorE Coat anp Iron Company, Limirep.— 
Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Joseph 
Smith, Cannon st. Jan 9 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims 

Mmtand Horer, BirminenaM, Loarrep.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Nov 15, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the hotel be continued, Pearce and Sons, Giltspur st, for Wilkinson 
and Gillespie, Walsall, solicitors for the petitioners 

(Gazette, Nov. 25.] 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Morvan Socrery.—The M.R. has fixei Dec 4 at 11 for the appointment 

of an official liquidator 
[ Gazette, Nov. 21.]} 


SALTBURN-BY-THE-SEA Pier Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Nov 20, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Dec 5. 
lliffe and Co, Bedfurd row, for Thompson, jun, Middlesvorough, 
solicitor for the petitioners 

State Company, LimiTep.—By an order made by the M.R., dated Nov 
15, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Ellis and Co, St 
Swithin’s lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

TyweMouTH AQUARIUM AND WINTER GarDEN Company, LimiTep.—By 
an crder made by V.C. Hall, dated Nov. 14, it was ordered that the 
company be wound up. Hemsley and Hems!ey, Court yard, Albany, 
solicitors for the petitioners : 

[ Gazette, Nov 25.] 


FRIENDLY SoclETIEs DISSOLVED. 
FRIENDLY SociETY OF FaRINGDON, Faringdon, Berks. Nov 19 
West Keng AGRICULTURAL Lapouress’ UNION FrienpLy Society, 
Grasshopper Inn, Westerham, Kent. Nov 19 
[ Gazette, Noy 21.] 
BucrincHaM LopGE FrienDL¥ Socrery, Nottingham Ancient Imperial 
United Order of Odd Fellows, Albion Tavern, Little Sheffield, York. 


Nov 22 
[ Gazette, Nov 25,} 


Pew Orvers, Ete. 


COUNTY COURTS. 

I, the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont, Eurl Cairns, 
Lerd High Chancellor of Great Britain, do, under the 
powers vested in me by the County Court Rules, hereby 
order that the offices of the county courts may be closed on 
the 26th, the 27th, and 29th days of December, 1879. 

Given under my hand this 3rd day of November, 1879. 

Carrns, C. 

















On Saturday, Mr. Collier held an inquiry at the Wade’s 
Arms, Jeremiah-street, Poplar, touching the death of 
Alfred Holder, aged twenty-six, a solicitor. The body was 
‘dentified by Mr. John Holder, a solicitor, of Malvern-road, 
Dalston, who stated that he last saw his brother alive on 
the 16th, when he appeared in his usual health. He had 
suffered from his heart, aud on Thursday, from information 
he (witness) received, he went to the Islander’s beerhouse, 
in the West Ferry-road, and there saw his brother dead. 
Maurice John Sexton, the landlord of the house in question, 
Said that the deceased was at his hovse on Thursday 
arranging for the transfer of the premises. He was sitting 
quietly in a chair negotiating the necessary business, when 
he euddenly fell backwards, and before medical aid could 
be summoned he expired. Medical evidence showed that 
death arose from aneurism in the aorta, accelerated by the 
Severe weather, and a verdict was returned accordingly. 


Mowry Savep sy Apoprine Cuarruis’ DAYLianT REFLECTORS 
They supersede gas in daytime and improve natural daylight. They 
are in use in all Government offices, on board ships, and in private 

from the nobleman’s mansion to the artizan’s workshop. For 
=, address two stamps to 8. J. Oxarpuis, Pateatee and Manu- 
» 69, Fleet-street, Londoa.—[Apvr.] 












Suacteties. 


HULL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting .of the members of this Society 
was held on the evening of the 12th inst. Mr. 
Henry Birks (vice-president) occupied the chair. This was 
the last meeting of the old Hull Law Society, founded in the 
year 1818, and a resolution having been passed transferring 
its assets and property to the new Hull Iocorporated Law 
Society, the first annual meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society was held. The following were elected officers for the 
ensuing year:—President, Mr. Henry Birks ; vice-president, 
Mr. E. Laverack ; hon. secretary and treasurer, Mr. J. T. 
Woodhouse ; council, Mr. F. Lowe, Mr. J. J. Thorney, Mr. 
C. S. Wake, Mr. J. L. Jacobs, Mr. J. Gething, and Mr. J, 
Cook; hon, auditors, Messrs. Pearce and Sibree. After the 
meeting the annual dinner was held, and there was a large 
attendance of members. Mr. Birks (president-elect) occupied 
the chair, and there were also present as guests—the mayor 
(Alderman King, M.D.), the sheriff (R. M. Craven, Esq., 
J.P.), Mr. Bedwell (judge of the Hull County Court). 
Letters were received from the recorder (W. Beasley, Esq.), 
aod deputy-stipendiary of Hull (E. C. Twiss, Esq.), regret- 
ting their inability to be present owing to pressing engage- 
ments in London. After dinner, the usual loyal toasts 
having been proposed from the chair, the chairman proposed 
“Her Majesty’s Judges,” and said that the reputa- 
tion of the learned judges of the Supreme Court 
for learning, ability, and impartiality was never greater than 
at present ; and amongst our intellectual athletes and dis- 
tinguished statesmen and scholars the names of Lord Chan- 
cellor Cairns and Lord Chief Justice Cockburn stood pre- 
eminent ; but, whilst expressing their feelings of pride and 
admiration for the judges generally, he was sure the mem- 
bers would join with him most heartily in giving expression 
to the sentiments of respect and esteem in which they held 
Mr. Bedwell in particular. Mr. Bedwell, who was received 
with loud applause, returned thanks, and after alluding to 
the talents of the judges—many of whom he had the pleasure 
of knowing personally—spoke of the pleasure it always gave 
him to meet his brother lawyers at Hull, and said that he 
should not soon forget the kind reception they gave him 
when he first came amongst them about five years ago. 
They were all engaged in a noble profession, and it was 
amongst their chief duties and privileges to teach and show 
what authority meant and what respect meant. Mr. Lowe, in 
felicitous terms, next proposed ‘‘The Mayor and Corpora- 
tion,” which was acknowledged by the mayor (Dr. King)4 
Mr. Middlemiss then submitted the health of the sheriff, 
which was enthusiastically received and responded fo by 
Mr, Craven, after which Mr. Bedwell proposed “ The Hull 
Incorporated Law Society,” remarking that he regarded a 
society like this most useful, particularly in protecting the 
honour of the profession, and encouraging esprit de corps 
amongst its members, and it had his very best wishes 
for its prosperity. The president-elect (Mr. Birks), 
who was loudly applauded, said: In the absence, through 
serious indisposition, of the retiring president, which we all 
deplore, it becomes my duty to respond to the toast so 
kindly and heartily proposed by Mr. Bedwell, and honoured by 
our other guests, of success and prosperity to the Hull Incor- 
porated Law Society. This society is the successor of one estab- 
lished in the town of Hull for upwards of sixty years, and 
which has to-night ceased to exist. By incorporation we 
hope to obtain certain advantages more appreciable by 
lawyers than the general public, and we have taken the 
opportunity of incorporation to revise our rules; but our 
objects remain the same as before. In one respect, I hope 
we shall differ considerably from the late society. In its 
old age it had become somewhat languid and indifferent. 
I trast our re-constituted society will exhibit more of the 
energy and enthusiasm of youth. We may possibly lose 
the grand court hitherto held after our annual dinner, [ 
fear the charter under which we held it is not embodied in 
our articles, or otherwise confirmed to us. But the days of 
‘*high jinks” are passing away, and, as the humour of 
the court sometimes verged on the frolicsome, the loss even 
of the grand court may not be a cause for unmixed regret. 
The objects we have in view are to uphold and improve 
the status of the profession, to call the members to- 
gether from time to time for social intercourse, and 
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thereby to remove or soften asperities engendered in the 
course of a business which has a large element of conten- 
tion in it; and to obtain the consideration and criticism of 
the profession of proposed legislation affecting subjects with 
which we are principally concerned. These objects may be 
summed up as “the interests of the profession ;” they are 
not mere selfish interests, however, but such as may be pr- 
moted to the advantage of the public as well as the profes- 
sion. There are gentlemen, members of this society, and [ 
believe many of them, who wish to make it a power for good, 
who wish to bring their talents and energy to bear on those 
great questions of legal reform which are in the air. I 
sympathize with their wishes, and I trust the Hull Incor- 
porated Law Society, which we now inaugurate, will afford 
them the opportunity they covet, and have a long career of 
usefaloess. I thank Mr. Bedwell and our other guests for 
their good wishes. Other toasts followed, snd during the 
evening several selections of music were given by a band of 
instrumentalists, interspersed with songs by the members 
present. 





Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Bemnose, Etizapetn, Spalding. Lincoln. Jan 1. Brant v. Judd, V.C. 
Hali. Calthorp, Spalaing 

Denpy, Freperick Peter, Horsham, Draper. Dec 14. Dendy v, 
Bostock, M.R. Bo-tock, Horsh»m 

Dust anp Antaim Junctiow Rattway Company. Dec ll. Elliot 
v. Dublin end Antrim Junction Railway Compsny, M.R. 

Jones, Ropzrt James, Liverpool, Solicitor. Dec5. Jones v. Jones, 
Y.C. Bacon. Yenn, Finch lane, Cornhiil 

icester, Silv ith. Dee 1. Loseby v. Sarson, 

McGitt, Many, Dunham Massey, Cheshire. Dec 10. Gibson v. Bruce, 
V.C. Hall Duncan, Liverpool 

Orme, Mary Annie, Guernscy, Channel Islands. Dec3!. Evans v. 
Mexwell, V.C. Hall. Keily, Molyneux chambers, Goswell rd 

Prrraz, Caaates Joux, Rushen, Isle of Man, Esq. Dec 10. Porteous 
vy. Pitter, V.C. Mslins. Hopgood, Whitehall pl! 

Tatzor, Wiiu1aM, Gt Titchfi-ld st, St Marylebone, Wholesale Iron 
Brazier. Dee 15. Talbot v. Bendelow, V.C. Hall, Ordell, New eq, 
Limeol:’s inn 

Warxiss, James, Goodrich, Hereford, Buicher. Dec 10. Rosser v. 
Rosser, V.C. Hall. Chiid, Old Jewry chambers 

Wrer, Joun Hansety, Stockton-on-Tees, Miller. 
Wren, V.C. Hall. Psyne, John st, Bedford row 


[ Gazette, Nov. 11.] 





Dec 31, Begbie v. 


Bauses, Josern, Watiington, Oxford, Baker. Dec 15. Rogers v. 
Holmes, M.R. Hughes, St. Benct’s p', Gracechurch st 

Biacxsusgst, Joux, Burslem, Stafford, Builder. Jani, Blackhzrst v. 
Harding, V.C. Hal!. Ellis, borslem 


GreenwaLp, Emitr, Perker’s pl, Somers Town. Dac 17, Greenwald 


v. Hennessey, V.C. Hall. Mandale, Mitre ct, Temple 

Hareisox, Tuomas, Lupus st, Pimlico, Licensed Victualler. Dee 8. 

Harrison v. Harrison, V.C. Hail, Kinsey and Ade, Bloomsbury pl 

Hitt, Wittiam, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Dec 10. Hill v. 
Hil, V.C. Matios. Hind, Nottingham 

Laxoier, Joux, Oaken, Stafford, Hardware Merchant. Jan 23. 
Stevens v. Morson, V.C. Hall. Dent, Wolverhampton 

Rottines, Jauzs, Titley, Hereford, Shoemaker. Decl5. Davies v. 
Roliinge, V.C. tiall. Tidd and Co, Kington 

Sanpens, Axx, Drayton terrace, Peckham, Dec 8, Sanders v. Savege, 
M.K. Wilkinson, Bermondsey st, Southwark 

Sitva, Emanvegt, Richmond,Gest. Decl. Beckford v. Silva, V.C. 
Bacon, Arkecoll, Tooley st, South wark 

Sricies, }rizaneta, Wonford, Devon, Deeld. Spiller v. Madge, 
V.C. Malins. Stamp, Honiton 

Tayion, James, Weasley Meithan, York, Farmer. Decl5. Shaw v. 
Pogson, V.C. Hall. Syke, Huddersfield 

Taoxr, Joum, Swailowfield, Berks, Farmer. Dec5. Thorp v. Thorp, 
V.C. Bacon. White, Badge row, Canno® st 

Wurtax, Joun, Gt Wild st, Drory lane, Coal Merchant. Dee ?. Rice 
v. Whelan, V.C. Bacon. Keily, Molyneux chambers, Goswell rd 

Wixs, Epwasp, Potter Newton, Leeds. Dee2i. Child v. Bulmer, 

VC. Hall, Bulmer, Leeds 

(Gazette, Nov. 14.) 


F.“ronsx, Hiwwau, Hile Farm, ’nr Bacup, Lancashire. Dec 20. 
Tetersallv. Fletcher, V.C. Bacon. Wright, Bacup 

Farveovt, Loos Faencis, Deptford, Geot. Dee 23. Freeborne vy. 
Lockyer, V.C. Bacon. Lockyer, Gresham bidgs, Basinghall st 

Gaimnwoon, Cuan es, bildeston, Suffolk,Gent. Dec %. Grimwood v. 
Wells, VC. Hall, Sandom and Co, Griceethureh st 

Osnouxe, Rowver Guawr, Mencoester, Gent. Dec 10, 
Vansitcart, V.C. Melins. Brown, Westerham 

Reoaots amp Cnasewaten Rattwar Company. Dec 15. Barlow v. 

ath and Chasewater Railway Co., M.K. Woollcombe, Theobald’s 


rd, Gray's ion 
Ricuanoson, Joun wre Selby, York, Butcher, Deel6, Elston 
{ Gazette, Nov. 18.) 


Davison vy. 


¥. Connell, Mk. Weddall, Beiby 





Bacon, Jous Wruttam, Albany rd, Old Kent rd, Gent. Dec 3, 
Hewitt v. Parklow, V.C. Malins. Fraser, Furnival’s inn 

Govtp, Grorce, Lansdowne ter, Brompton. Dac 8. Aston v. Gould, 
V.C. Hall. Crowder and Co, Lincoln’s inn fieids 

Hvueugs, Susan, Strand. Dec 18. Roth v. Hughes, V.C, Hall. Stuart, 
Adam st, Adelphi 

Wi xinson, Henry, High Bustoo, Northumberland, Farmer. Dee Ih 
Wi’ kinson v. Baird, V.C. Malins. Muirams, New inn, Strand 


| Gazette, Nov. 21.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25, 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Apvey, Epwarp, Kingston-upon-Hull, Relieving Officer. 
Reed, Kingston-upon-Huli 

p’AtmerDa Donna Mania VENTURA DE Souza Torres, Braga, Portugal 
Dec 12. Crump aud So», Philpot lane 

Barnton, Joan, Southsea, Southampton, 
Dec 20. Heila'd ani Son, Portsmouth 

Boucuer, Jonn, Camberwell New rd. Dec6, Phillips and Son, Ab. 
church lane 

Coxpas, Henry, Forest Creek, nr Melbourne, Australia, Contractor. 
Dec 12, Simms, Ferndale rd, Clapham 

Cotpas, WILLIAM Henry, King’s rd, Chelsea, 
Dec 12. Simms, Ferndale rd, Clapham 

Cooper, THOMAS T'HORNVILLE, Craven st, Strand, Pioneer of Commerce, 
Feb 28. Wood, St. Paul’s Churchyard 

Costa, AvGUsTo Epvarpo ba, Belem, Para, Brazil Merchant. Dee 12,. 
Crump and Son, Philpot lane 

Day, WiLLIaM, South 
Russell sq 

EpMonsToNE, ELLRN, Spa, Belgium, Jan 1. Harrison and Beaumont, 


Wak efieid 
Epwagpbs, Henry Cuaries, Penrith, Esq. Dec 18. Lonsdale, Car- 
Sankey and Co, 


Dao 3i. 


Saw Mill Proprietor, 


Commercial Clerk. 


7 


row, Confecti a 





Dec 5. May, 


lisle 

Foreman, Wibtiam, Canterbury, Gent. 
Canterbury 

Gray, Joun Wittiam Bacon, Bengeworth rd, Cold Harbour lane, 


Dec 15. 


| alae Janl, Stantonaud Atkinson, Newcastle-upon- 

'yne 

Hatcuer, WiLttAM Henry, York rd, Battersea, Gent. Dec 1. Withall, 
Threadneedle st 

Hayes, Eunice, Hornton st, Kensington. Dec 8. Tatton, Low- 
Phillimore pl 

Heminowar, James, Foden Bank, Macclesfield, Contractor. Dec 31, 
Swinburne and Parker, Bedford-row 

Hernrrincron, JosepH Horatio NELson, Swan lane, Licensed Vic 
tualler. Dec 29. Peacock and Goddard, South sq, Gray’s inn 

HowLettT, SaMvEL, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Gent. Dee 19. Welton, 
Woodoridge 

Hunt, Hewry, Preston, Lancaster, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Dec 8, 
Dodd, Preston 

sy ey Catarrine, Tennersfield, Hereford, Dec 20. Corn@t, Here 

ord 

Jowansinc, Gustavus Apotpaus Epwin, New Brighton, Chester, 
bookkeeper. Decl. Mason and Grierson, Liverpool 

Levi, Epwanp, Stourbridge, Worcester, Bookseller. Dec 12. Bernard 
acd King, Stourbridge 

Matruews, Jamus, Croydon, Surrey, Gent. Jan 10. Lindsay and Co, 
Basinghall st 

MorGan, Joun, Shrewsbury, Corn Merchant. Dec 31. 
Sbrewsbury 

Pitcaim, Jonny, Hinckley, Leicester, Boatman. Deo 16. Wright and 
Hincks, Leicester 

Rost, James, Charlton, 
King st, Cheapside 

Sinva, Jose PeRreiga DA, Lisbon, Portugal, Merchant, Dec 12. Crump 
and Son, Philpot lane 

Surciiorg, Josgpu, Fenay Bridge, York, Common Brewer. Jan9. 
Fenton and Co, Hudderrfield 

SoTHestanp, Jany, Bath. Dec 13, 
lane 

Warren, Grorce, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Glass Manufacturer, Deo 24. 
Watson and Mendy, Newcas:le-upo-Tyne 

Weicuman, ANNA MARGARETTA, Kingston-upon-Thames, 
Phillips and Son, Abchureh lane 

Witrovcnsy, WILLIAM, Plymouth, Gent, 
Bennett, Piymouth 

Woopwakp, Ssnau, Oldham pl, Farringdon rd. 

& Gray’s-inn-sq 

Waicat, Witttam Waicat Worraincron, Flixton, Lancaster, Esq. 
Dec 27. Stevenson aud Co, Manchester 

Gazette, Nov, 11.) 


Nuisey, 


Kent, Market Gardener. Dec 23. Sampson, 


Phillips and Son, Abchurch 


Dee 13, 
Dec 31, Whiteford and 


Jan 1, Patten, 


Nov 24, 
Dee 31, 


Asucrort, E.zanon, Litherland Park, nr Liverpool. Dixon 
and Syers, Liverpool 

Asawort, Joun, Turton, Lancaster, Land Agent. Fulla- 
gar and Co, Bolton-le-Mvor 

Bacon, Marruew, Chatham, Miller, Dec 18, Etherington and Mana, 
Chatham 

Bepert, Jouw Mason, Bishopsgate st Within, 
Tabor, Bloomfield st 

Best, Geonow Vuepenick James, Grova rd, Mile End, Deo 12. 
Glynes and Co, Mark lane 

Bootg, Joun, Torquay, Devon, Esq. Feb 14, 
eq, Lincoln’s-inn 

Baayng, Many Ann, Abbeforcgate, Shrewsbury, 
Shrewsbury 


Dec 29. Digby and 


Bennett and Oo, New 


Dec 31. Howe, 
Buce.ey, Geonox, Saddleworth, York, Grocer, Dec 12. Ponsonby 
and Carlile, Oldham 
Cooxe, Tuomas, Nottingham, Gent, Dec 20. Hunt add Williams, 
Nottingham 
Dexwey, Exizaneta, Balsall Heath, King’s Norton, Dec 24. Wood 
aud pon, Birmingham 
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Dumox, Joux, Brampton, Derby, Gent. Dec 17. Clark, Chester- 


fiel . 
Dosixson, Mantua, Littls Europa pl, Battersea. Dec 31. Young, 


Newgate st 
Dormetp, Mary Ann, Riley, 


i] 
Pies, Westbourne terrace, Hyde Park. Dec6. Fisher and 

Carter, Old Jewry chambers 

fieneR, THomas, Buckland, Filleigh, Devon, Esq. Decé, Fisher and 
Carter, Old Jewry Chambers 

GaeEnwoop, JoHn Oates, Quarry House, nr Halifax. Dee 10. Tay- 
lor and Co, Bradford 

Bivve, Evizanera, Elm Tree rd, St. John’s Wood. Dec 20. Freeman 
and Bothamley, Queen st, Cheapside 

Jones, Tuomas, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Gent. Dec 15. Foster, 
Birmingham 

KaicHin, WILLIAM, Birkenhead, White Cooper. Dec 20, 
Birkenhead 

Kocu, Jures Freprric, Lausanne, Switzerland, Avocat. Dec 10. 
Bailey and Argles, Gracechurch st 

Pain, WILLIAM, Fareham, Southampton, Yeoman. Dec 2l. Pain and 
Clarke, Winchester 

Pero, Wittiam, Cookham, Berks, Farmer. Dec 31. Hurford and 
Taylor, Furnival’s inn 

Pootk. Paut Fatconer, Greenhill, Hampstead, Artist. Dec 31. Cop- 
ping, Godiiman st, D c'ors’*com mona 

Rovere, Henry, Inverness gardens, Kensingtoa, Esq. Jan 10. Allen 
and Son, Carlisle st, Soho sq 

SrsvENSON, MonTAGuE, Sheffield, Managing Director of Messrs. Je ssop 
and Sons. Jan 15. Braml-y, Sheffield 

Swirt, GeorGe, O'd Bond st, Military Tailor. Dec 3l. Hurford and 
Taylor, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn 

Wissy, Mary Resecca, Cumverland Market, Regent’s Park. Dec 13. 
Gough, Turle rd North, Hornsey Rise 


Birmingham. Feb 2. Wolver- 


Moore, 


[ Gazette, Nov, 14,} 


AsnowsMitH, Grorce, Avenue Wagram, Paris, Feb 14. Denton and 
Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Arxinson, Epwarp, Potternewton, Leeds,Gent. Jan 1. Middleton 
aud Sons, Leeds 

ee, Potternewton, Leeds. Jan 1. Middleten and Sons, 

eds 

BuincHim, Epwin, Hockley, Warwick, Die Sinker. Dee 15. Foster, 
Birmingham : 

Bmp, RicuarpD, Victoria st, Paddington. Feb1l. Freeman, Poet’s 
Corner, Westminster 

Borp, Many, Alexandra Hotel, Hyde Park, Esq. Dec 25. Johnsons 
and Co, Austin Friars 

Barms, James, Habergham Eaves, Lancaster, Surgson. Dec 31. 
Holmes and Holmes, Burnley 

Borrow, Henry May, Ipswich, Wholesale Grocer. Dec 20. Birkett 
and Bantoft, Ipswich 

Ciunzs, Toomas, Fowey, Cornwall, Esq. Jan 1. Allen and Beauchamp 
Worcester 

Qoorgn, Harriet, Harwich, Essex. Dec 3l. Barnes, Harwich 

Dantes, Joun, Eccles, Lancaster, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Dec 13. 
Simpson and Hockin, Manchester 

Davixs, Joun, Bryn Ivor Hall, Monmouth, Gent. Jan 1. Lloyd, New- 


po 
Dyke, Joseru, Eastgate, Rochester, Gent. Dec 20. Offerton-Steven- 
son, Rochester 
Fottarton, JOHN ALEXANDER, Elvaston pl, South Kensington, Gent. 
Dec 12. Kearsey and Co, Oid Jewry 
are. sane, Horpit, Wilts, Farmer. Dec 15. Kinneir and T ombs, 
ndon 
GorrsL, JANE Seitu, Otford rd, Barnsbury. Dee 31. Nutt and Co, 
Brabant crt, Philpot lane 
Hatuerity, Joun Atrrep, Birmingham, Pocket Book Maker. Dec 24, 
Johnson and Co, Birmingham 
Hawkes, Evizasetu, Shardeloes rd, New Cross. Dec 16. Howard, 
Greenwich 
Hawortn, CateB, Nelson-in-Marsden, 
Febl. Hartley, Colne 
Hurcarnson, Jon, Forton Bank, Lancaster, Farmer. Dee 24. Picard, 
Kirkby Lonedale 
—, Caruerine, Tendersfield, Hereford. Dee 20. Corner, Here- 
for 
Mattay, Georce, Maitland Park rd, Haverstock Hill, Gent. 
Ford and Co, Bloomsbury sq 
McCnasar, Sanan, Lowndes sq. Dec 20, Paterson and Co, Chancery 
ne 
Mittarp, Henry Canpisu, Southampton, Gent. Dee 31. Newton, 
Leighton Buzzard 
— es Shorncliffe, Kent, Vetorinary Surgeon. Dec 20. Steele, 
‘ollege-hill 
Morurs, Epwanp, Chester, Woollen Merchant. Dec 20. Walker and 
Smith, Chester 
PARKER, Martua, Hanhopes, Mordiford, Hereford. Dec 10. Scott, 
King William st 
Pauur, Caartorre, Landau, Rhenish Bavaria, Jan13. Fielder and 
Sumner, Godiiman st, Doctors’-commons 
UNDERS, CHARLES AUSTIN, Great Saint Helen’s, Esq. Dee 24. 
Houghtons and Byfield, Graceehureh st 
MITZBEROER, eNZe8LAUS, Munich, Germany, Glass Engraver, 
Jan 13, Fielder and Sumner, Godliman st, Dooctors’-commons 
a, Ropert Howsk, Richmond terrace, Cladham rd, Newspaper 
Proprietor. Dec 31, Claye and Son, Manchester 
Wann, General Sir Franers, K.C.B., Woodside, nr A h Bucks, 
15. Jennings, St, Swithin’s lane 
BRMANN, Fri » Northamp rd, Qlerkenwell, Catgut 
Maker, Jan1s. Fivider and Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors-com- 


Mons 
[@asette, Nov, 18.) 


Lancaster, Conveyancer. 


Jan 1. 











County Courts, 


WANDSWORTH. 
(Before H. J. Stoxon, Esq., Judge.) 
Nov. 11.—Salter v. Brooks ; Montague, claimant. 


His Honour gave judgment in this case, which has beem 
before the court several times. 

W. Attenborough was for the plaintiff and execution 
creditor. 

Bartlett, for the claimant. 

H. R. Jones watched the case for the high bailiff. 

His Honovr said :—The points involved in this case are 
of great importance, not only to high bailiffs and officers of 
county courts, but also to sheriffs and officers executing 
the process of otker courts, and to purchasers of goods under 
such executions. The plaintiff early in August last obtained 
execution against the defendant’s goods for debt and costs 
amounting to £83 1s. 8d., and the bailiff took possession of 
all the goods in the plaintiff's house, No. 227 in Battersea- 
park-road, and on the 15th of August they were appraised 
and valued at the sum of £18 18s. 8d., and on the same day 
they were sold for that sum to the claimant. The sale took 
place on the premises, the claimant paid the money to the 
bailiff, the latter delivered to tke claimant and quitted 
possession. The claimant took the bailiff’s receipt (which 
was dated the following day, viz., 16th of August), for “‘ the 
sum of £18 18s. 8d., as per appraisement and inventory 
annexed,” but no appraisement or inventory was then 
annexed to the receipt or delivered to claimant, and there is 
no actual mention of the goods in the receipt. Two or three 
days afterwards, however, an inventory was sent to the 
claimant by the bailiff. The claimant, immediately on pur-- 
chasing and getting possession of the goods, gave the execution 
debtor permission to use them until he (the claimant) other- 
wise disposed of them, and left the execution debtor in 
possession of them. Neither the receipt nor inventory was 
registered under the Bills of Sale Act, 1878. Early ia 
September, the plaintiff, the execution creditor, took out 
another execution against the goods of the defendant, and 
called upon the bailiff to seize again the same goods which 
had been purchased and paid for by the claimant, and the 
purchase-money for which the plaintiff had received through. 
the court, the plaintiff alleging that under the 4th and 8th 
sections of the above Act, the receipt and inventory, or one 
of them ought to bave been registered within seven days, and 
that at the expiration of the seven days, the goods being in the- 
apparent possession of the defendant, the bailiff was bound 
to seize them again as the property of the defendant. 
The bailiff accordingly seized the goods again, and 
appraised them at the sum of £17 2s. 6d., and the claimant 
again claimed the goods and paid into court that sum 
which is the subject of the present interpleader. Shortly 
after regaining possession of the goods, claimant sold 
them to one William Gillett, who also purchased the de- 
fendant’s interest in his houss and the good-will of his 
business, and went into possession of the same, and also 
of the goods, and retained the defendant as foreman of the 
business at a salary of 36s. a week, and allowed him still 
to live in the house, but the plaintiff, the exeoution credi- 
tor, actually took out another execation, and required the 
bailiff to seize the goods a third time on the same grounds 
as on the second time, which he accordingly did. Gillett 
then put in aclaim to the goods, which became the subject 
of a second interpleader summons, on which he re- 
covered, as there was clearly no apparent possession in the: 
execution debtor. The first question on the present claim 
is whether the bailiff’s receipt of the 10th of August and 
inventory are required to be registered under the Bills of 
Sale Act, 1878, The terms employed in the Act are very 
wide, and include “receipts for the purchase of goods,” 
but only such “ inventories” as are “ attached to receipts.” 
Therefore, in the present case, the receipt is primd facie 
within the Act, but the inventory is not. There are, how- 
ever, in the 4th section of the Act, savings of “ transfers 
of goods in the ordinary course of business of any trade or 
calling,’’ and also of documents used in the ordinary course 
of business as proof of the possession or control of goode ; 
and I am inolined to think that the document now in ques- 
tion, viz., the receipt, would come under one, and perhaps: 
both, of these savings, for though a bailiff has no “trade,” 
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“he certainly has a “calling.” Assuming, however, that 
the receipt is a bill of sale and @ transfer for the purposes 
of the Act, it clearly does not become a transfer further 
-or otherwise, and therefore neither the property nor pos- 
session — by it. The plaintiff contracted for the pur- 
chase of the whole of the goods, paid the money, and the 
goods were delivered to him and left in his possessiou, and 
1 think the property and possession thereby passed to him, 
and the contract for sale was not controlled by the receipt 
.given immediately afterwards, or the inventory which 
followed. I rely also, very strongly, on the absence of 
‘any description or mention of the goods in the receipt, and 
therefore it cannot be regarded as a bill of sale even for 
the purposes of the Act, as it does not contain the terms of 
the contract. It must also be remembered that, according 
to the case of Hernaman v. Bowker (4 W. R. 261), a sheriff 
- or bailiff is not restricted in the manner of sale, and no bill 
of sale, writing, or receipt is necessary ; sale aud delivery 
are sufficient title. Verdict for the claimant, with costs, 
‘but with liberty to the execution creditor to appeal by case 
-within one month. 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


OURT O ASTER O HE 
Date. pr oo hagd M Rous, VC. Maxine, 
Monday, Dec. 1Mr. Ward Mr. Clowes Mr. King 
Tuesday ...... 2 Pemberton Koe Merivale 
“Wednesday.... 3 Ward Clowes King 
Thursday .... 4 Pemberton Koe Merivale 
Friday........ 5 Ward Clowes King 
*Saturday....... 6 Pemberton Koe Merivale 


Mr. Justice 


y.C.Bacox. V.C, Hann, oe 
Monday, Dec. 1Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer Mr. Latham 
Tuesday ...... 2 obby Teesdale Leach 
Wednesday.... 3 Jackson Farrer Latham 
Thursday .... 4 Cobby ‘Teesdale Leach 
\Friday...se0.. 5 Jackson Farrer Latham 
Saturday...... 6 Teesdale Leach 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
LONDON.—MICHAELMAS SITTING, 1879. 


This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, Common 
Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of trial has been 
given; andalso all actions in the Chancery Division, in which notice 
has been given of trial before a judge and jury, up to and including 
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LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 


CP 1 The Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, London, and 
China (Waltons, B and W) v The Netherlands India Steam 
Navigation Co, limd (Lovell and Co), commission 8J 

CP 2 Frowein and ors (Stephen Scott) v Sonnenthal (Ashurst, M 
and Co), stayed SJ : 

CP 3 Allan (Roberts and B) v Wakefield (Waltons, B and W), SJ 

‘CP 4 Breffit (A Jones, T and G) v Williams (Norris, A and C), 


stayed 
Ex 5 Hanbury (Mercer and Mercer) v Grant and Clark and 
Punchard, and 77 other actions against the same 
defendants (Ashurst, M and Co; Blunt, T and L), post- 
poned 8J 
Ex 83 James Watt and Co (G Webb) v Mersey Steel and Iron Co, 
limd (Norris, A and C), 8J 
‘Ex 84 Ostrom and Fischer (H J Coburn) v Heintz (Nash and F), 
stayed 
CP 85 Rathbone and ors (Freshfields and W) v Caldwell (J B 
Towse), commission SJ 
QB 86 Leese (Jno fant v Household (Field, R and Co), stayed 8J 
Ex 87 Masaru and ors (Murray, Hutchins and Co) v Hobley (Hol- 
lams, Son and ©), commission 8J 
CP 88 Keay and anr (Pritchard and Sons) v Young and ors 
(Clarkes, Rand C; J Scott; Burton, Y and Co; Belfrage 
and M), 8J 
CP 89 Amazon Tug and Lighterage Co, limd (Ashurst, M and Co) 
v Karle’s Ship Building and Engineering Co, limd (Ches- 
ter, U and Co), commission 8J 
‘QB 90 Pedersen (Johnsons, U B and A) v Dobell and Co (Field, R 
and Co), 8J 
QB 91 Dreyfus, Freres and Cie (Stibbard,G and Co) v Watts 
Milburn and Co (Torr and Co), commision 8J 
‘CP 92 Coton (Waltons, Band W) v Warns (F Bradley), stayed 
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CP 93 Lawson (Tucker, B and Co) v Yeomans (Collette and C) 
CP 94 Walker (S H Behrend) v Hough (Bloxam and E), without 
jury, stayed 
CP 95 Jasmins (Lowless and Co) v Hyde (Hoilams, Son and 0), 
commission 8J 
QB 96 Vanderzee and Co (Simpson and C) v Campbell, Robertgon 
and Co (J R Childley) 8J 
QB 97 Weigel (W Beck) v Anderson and ors (Hollams, Son and 
C), postponed 
Ex 98 Young (Wilkins, B and F) The Senora Co and ors (Elmslie 
and Co; Mozley and §), 8J 
CP 99 A Tesdorpf and Co (Waltons, B and W) v Gates (T Cooper 
and Co), stayed SJ 
Ex 100 Bilbrough (Hacon and T) v Henderson (Dawes and Sons), 
commission SJ 
CP 101 Reynolds (J P Garrod) v Cooper (Fisher and Co), postponed 
CP 102 Bevingtons, Foster and Co (Waltons, B and W) v Rawlings 
(Hollams, Son and C), commission SJ 
CP 103 Strauss and Co (F W Mount) v Continential Daily Parcels 
Express (Dalton and J), commission 
Q B 104 Morgan (J R Greening) v Finlay (Hollams, Son and C),8J 
QB 105 New South Wales Marine Assurance Co (Hollams, Song 
and C) v Reade (Waltons, B and W), commission 8J 
QB 106 one (J C Campbell) v McMaster (Venning, R and J), 
staye 
CP 107 Silva and anr (W A Crump and Son) v Larking and aar 
(Lowless and Co), commission 
Ex 108 Brown (TH E Foord) v Groom (Pownall, Son C and K); 
Groom (T H E Foord) v Brown (Pownall, Son C and K), 
consolidated, postponed 
CP 109 Leary and Co (Markby, § and Co) v Wiarda (G J Jennings), 
commission 
QB 110 The Central African Trading Co, limd (Flux and Co)y¥ 
Walsh Bros (Milne, R and M), commission 
QB 111 Falkenburg and Hesse (Hollams, Sons and C) v Kumpers 
and Co (W A Crump and Son), commission SJ 
QB 112 Standard Lubricating Oils Co, limd (H Kimber and Co) y 
Smith (Champion and Co), commission 
CP 113 Beeson (Farnfields) v Culliford and ors (Hollams, Son and 
C), commission 
Q B 114 Dale and Spring (Hollams, Son and C) v Wakefield (Wal- 
tons, B and W), commission SJ 
Q B 115 Dickinson (Haywood, K and §) v S Stanbridge (Clapham 
and “ke stayed 
CP 116 Finch (H Montagu) v Dixon (Argles and R), com 8J 
Ex 117 Hough and Co (Lyne and H) v Manzanos and Co (Ingle- 
dew, I and G), 8J 
Ex 118 Hackett (Scard and Son v Gisby (Robert Wood), stayed 
QB 119 Schulte and Schemann (Hollams, Son and C) v Hopkins, 
Gilkes and Co (Van Sandauand C), stayed SJ 
CP 120 Berla, Cotrim and Co (Norton, R and Co) v E Pellass and 
Co (Lowless and Co), commission SJ ae 
QB 121 Eklof (Stokes, § and 8) v Greenhow and Co (Billinghurst 
and W), stayed SJ A 
© P 122 Bordes (Johnson, U Band A) v Peruvian Guano Co, limd 
J B Batten) commission SJ J 
Ex 123 Vickers and anr (W Tanner) v Bird and anr (Wild, B M 
and W), stayed 
Ex 124 Gardner (Randall and A) v Withernsea Pier, &c, Co 
Milne, R and M), commission 
QB 125 Prieto (J Andrews) v Chadwick and Son (S Mayhew), 
postponed 
QB 126 Bramwell (Hollams, Son and C) v Levi and Co (Ingledew, 
and G), commission SJ 
CP 127 Preston (Parker and Co) v The Cleveland Extension 
Mineral Ry Co (Chappell, Sons and Co) SJ 
QB 128 © Tennant and Co (M Shephard) v Ellis, Kislingbury and 
Co (F W and H Hilbery), commission 
Ex 129 Jacobs and anr (A E Sydney) v Craig and anr (G H Finch), 
commission 8J 
QB 130 — and ors (Plews, I and Co) v Knights (Parsons 
C 


an 

Q B 131 Johannesen (Same) v Same (Same) 

QB 132 Berlin, &c., Co., limd (Rooks & Co) y Combe and Wain- 
wright (In Person) SJ 

Ex 133 Bolton (Munnsand L) v The Marine and General Life 
Assurance Society (Freshfield and W) SJ 

QB 134 —, Allingham) v Bevan and ors (Janson, Cobb, and 
C 4 
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QB 135 Rogerson and Son (Courtenay and C) v Uzielli (Waltons, 
Band W),commn SJ 

QB 136 Rumcker and Rymer (Hollams, Son and C) v Susman (H 
Montagu) 

Q B 137 Thomson and ors (Ingledew, I and G) v Grant and ors 
(Hughes, Hooker and Co), commission SJ 

Ex 138 Bunnett and Co, limd (Renshaw and R) v Potter and Sons 
(Prior, B C and A), SJ 

Q B 139 Arnold and Co (Robinson and H) v Grautoff and Co (Nicol, 

Sons and J), stayed SJ 

CP 140 Argles and anr (Argles and A) v Thomas (In Person), 83 

Ex 141 Wright (L Barnett) v Wright (Scott, Jarmain and Co) 

CP 142 Steel Bros and Co (Waltons, B and W) v Briggs and ors 

(Pritchard and Son), commissior® SJ 

CP 143 Mackey (T W Goldrivg) vy Lovegrove (E H Parnell) 

Q B 144 Mapleson (J and R Gole) v Austin (W F Stokes) com 

Q B 145 Kearsey, exors, &c (Kearsey, Son and H) v Roche and 

Gover (In Person 

CP 146 Parker (Digby and Jones) v Barrell (8 T Cooper) 

Ex 147 Hall (Munns and 1) v Tarbox (Pike and Son) 8J 

Q B, 148 Pilley (Gand W Webb) v Watts, Milburn and Co (Ingle 
dew and Co), commission SJ 

Ex 140 Porter and Co (Champion, R and P) v Duncanson (Walton, 

B and W), commission : 
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CP 150 Perry (Crook and 8) v Oughton and Son (Withal and C) 
OP 151 — —— Terry and P) v Great Eastern Ry Co(CA 
urwoo! 





OP 152 Belmonte and ors (Ashurst, M and Co) v Gutschow and 
Ford, Trustees, &c (W A Crump and Son; Saunders, 
H and Co), without jury, commission 


(To be continued. } 
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Ex 459 Amoss (W W Brown) v London and Provincial Horse and 
Carriage Insurance Co (J Crowdy and Son) 
Ex 460 Falk and anr (H W Christmas) v Hatton (J J Hutchinson) 
Ex 461 Marshall (T R Apps) v Williams (Kennedy and H) 
QB 462 Willis (H E Rawson) v Markham (T R Richardson) 
QB 463 Jenner and anr (T M Attwell) v Puxley and Wife (G F and 
M ag al SJ 
Ex 464 Slade (Ingle, C and H) v The Great Eastern Ry Co (C A 
Curwood) SJ 
B 465 Blizard (Palmer, E and N) v Poynter and ors (Bratdons) 
x 466 Philpott (Deane, C and Co) v Gill (A 8 Edmunds and Son) 
Ex 467 Wingrove (Hilleary and T) v Tubbs and anr (Chappell, 


W an 

QB 468 Andrews (F Cotton) v Vicar and Churchwardens of West 
Teignmouth (G E Philbrick) 

Ex 469 Taylor (GJ Jennings) v Metropolitan Tram Co (H C God- 


fra: 

Ex 470 Yates (Hilleary and T) v Same (Same) 

CP 471 Sheward (Allen and Son) v Earl Lonsdale (Ellis and Ellis) 
SJ 


QB 472 McMillan (W H Holland) vy Hider (W Sharman) 
Ex 473 Crowe (Hardwicke and J) v Thornton and. ors (Mullens 


and B) 
Ex 474 Ward (W M Flegg) v Knox (Tidy and T) 
CP 475 Mullis (Woodbridge and Sons) v b’Avigdor (Futvoye, F 


an 
CP 476 Burrell (Todd and Dennes) v Ireland and anr (R Voss) 
Ex 477 Poolman (W Hicks) v Gattin, extrix (Willoughby and Cox) 
QB 478 Bromley and ors (Layton, Son and L) v Gilling (Lanfear 


aud 8) 
QB 479 pov (T D Dutton) v Monico and anr (G@ F andM 
Rooper 
Ex 480 Putt tw Vant) v Lees (J P Poncione) 
Ex 481 Grant (T W Lenby) v Pilkington (J Cotton) 
CP 482 Stockwell (C A Cosedge) v Stockwell (‘T M Attwell) 
Ex 483 Eyre (Tadman and B) v Norris and Norris (J J Winser) SJ 
QB 484 Brown (W Maynard) v Doo (W Royle) 
QB 485 Venables (H M Pike) v Rowley and anr (C Thorp; Taylor 


and T) 

QB 486 Huni Bros (F Clift) v Brandt (D Aston); Same (Same) v 
Same (Same) consolidsted 

© P 487 Breffit (J R Tindale) v Weir (Bell, B and Co) 

QB 488 Gaisford (G Thompson) v Miller and anr (In Person) 

CP 489 Bull and anr (Tyrrell, Lewis and Co) v Perry and Co and 
aur (Munns and L; R Mote) SJ 

Ex 490 Holland, by next friend (F R Coote) v Mead and anr (Bick- 
nell and H; Tilley and 8) 

CP. 491 Sargeant (Speechley, M and Co) v Winney and anr (G 
Brown and Sons) 

Ex 492 Milsom (‘T Bordman) v London and North-Western Ry Co 
(R F Roberts) 

Ex 493 Ponsford (Bartley and James) v Wyld (C O Newman) 

CP 494 Bass (W C Hall) v Parce (Lewis and L) 

Ex 495 Llewellyn (T White and Sons) v Strangward (Saunders, H 
and B) 8J 

CP 496 Rainbow and Wife (Prior, Bigg and Co) v Juggins (C 
Mallam) 

Ex 497 Newman, trading, &c (W H Hudson) v Harris and Co 
(Joel Emanuel and Co) 

Ex 498 Same (Same) v Gregg (Fallows and B) 

Ex 499 Lumley (Same) v Buklish and anr (Lewis and Lewis) 

Ex 500 Aldersey (Brownlow and H) v Kilner (Lovell, Son and P) 

B 601 D’Alberte (J H Waring) v Myer (Webster and G) 
x 602 Hewitt (H Sowton) v Robinson (Johnson and Son) 

Ex 603 Pearson (W Eley) v Vincent (J V Musgrave) 

CP 604 Griffin (J S Kisch) v Robinson (Gregory, R and S) 

CP 605 Milner (E 8 Cavell) v Labouchere (Lewis and Lewis) SJ 

Ex 506 Pontifex (Plunkett and L) v Knott (T Durant jun)j 

Ex 6507 Smith (Hughes, H and Co) vO Kelly and Wife and ors 

; (w R Philp) 
Ex 608 Blane and anr (G Castle) v Mitchener and anr (Stocken 


and J) 

QB 609 Wilson (Hewitt and A) v Visct Bury and ors (White, Bor- 
rett and Co; Linklater and Co) 

QB 610 Capital and Counties Bk (Nash and F) v Henty and Sons 
(Robinson,Preston and 8) 

C P 511 The London Necropolis and National Mausoleum Co (Har- 
risons) v Ewing (Johnson, U, Band A 

QB 612 Spagnoletti (Van Sandan and C) v Aldin and anr (Bolton 


and Co) 8J 
23 613 Schofield (F Fearon) v Giles (A H Miller) 
514 Blackett 7 T Luscombe) v Field (C V Field) 
QB 615 Stevens (Benham and T) v Bradbury, Agnew and Co 
(Chester and Co) 8J 
Ex 616 Burrows (Wright and P) v Biss (W H Elcum) 
Ex 617 Gwynne (Parkers) v Wintle (Smith, Davies and Co 
CP 618 Finlay (F L Soames) y Williamson and Hagen (Wontner 


and Sons) 

Ex 619 Bayley (Gamlen and Son) v Kelday (E Moss) 

CP 620 Wright and Wife (T © Russel) v pm Hanbury and 
Co (T Beard and Sons) 


cP 
QB 
QB 
cP 
CP 





CP 631 Brown (W Maynard) v Hancox (F T Dubois) 


QB 522 Flensburger Dampfschiff fahrt Geselschaft von 1969 and 


anr (J bated and Son u Dodds, trading, &c (Sharp 


and U) 
QB 523 Oakeshott, extrix (F and T Smith and Sons) v Taylor 


(Pittman and S 


QB 524 Beale (A G Ditton) v Clarke (H W M Wetherfield) 
Ex 525 Vandy (H 8 Harris and G) v N Metropolitan Tram Co 


H C Godfray) 


QB 526 Harcourt (W T Manning) v Clark (C Thorp) 
CP 527 Wildash, by next Friend and anr (Same) v South-Eastern 


Ry Co (W R Stevens) 


Q B 528 Monkhouse (Van Sandau and C) v Laing (Jackson and J) 
C P 529 Harrison and anr (Harrisons) v Harris (Lewis and Ij 


without j 


jury 
Ex 530 Hunting and anr (Shaen, R, M and 8) v Owen (Mickle-- 


thwait and Co) 


C P 531 Rattenbury (G H Finch) v Brinton and Co (Day and H) 

C P $532 English, trustee, &c (R Davies) v Allen (G and 

QB 633 Culwick (N Gedge) v Palmer and anr iy W Denny) 

Ex 534 Wright (Norris, A and C) v Bingham 

Q B 535 Taylor and Sons (Layton, Son and L) v Blunt (W Bohm) 

QB 536 = (J and M Pontifex) v Greenfield (E W and R 
ote 


Webb) 
Yorke and B) 


Ex 537 Bass and Co (R H Wilkin) v Horne (Hurford and T) 
CP 538 Nunn (Wild, B and W) v Sage (Patterson, 8 and B) 
C P 539 Mackay, Liquidator, &c (Munns and L) v Walter and Coy. 


limd (Woodbridge and Son) 


Ex 540 Goodfellow (AG Ditton) v Durant (T Durant) 
QB 541 Rice (Lewis and L) v East and West India Dock Co 


(Freshfields and W) 


QB 542 Field, John (H J Jennings) v Great Western Ry Co (R R° 


Nelson 
QB 543 Field, Henry (Same) v Same (Same) 
QB 544 Field, sen, and Wife (Same) v Same (Same 
QB 545 Field, jun, and Wife (Same) v Same (Same 


B 546 Field by next Friend and T Field (Same) v Same (Same) 


Q 
QB 547 Smythe (F C Mathews) v Walker (Duffield and B) SJ 
CP 548 Wirth, Freres et Cie (Bailey, S and G) v Berriman (Reess, 


Lane and Co) 


QB 549 ie and Wife (J T Hazeldine) v N Metropolitan Tram Co 


C Godfray) 


Ex 550 Spaul (W H Sturt) v Phipps and ors (Elwes and 8) 
QB 551 Strutt (Hazeldine and Co) v London Tram Co, limd (HC 


Godfray) 


CP 652 James (J Evans) v James (Lewis and Sons) 
Ex 553 Scrine (G R Harrison) v McKay (J Cotton) without jury 
QB 554 The Nitro-Phosphate and Odams Chemical Manure Co, ld 


(Kingsford and Co) v Roberts (Williamson, H and Ce) 
5 Roche (Bailey, S and G) v Sykes (Lambert, P and 8) 
56 Brown (G Whale) v West (E Hughes) 
7 Gordon (Ley and M) v Philp (Crouch and F) 
8 Gauz (Chappell, Son and G) v Evans (Lewis and L) 
9 Ball (J R Tindale) v Cowles (Woodbridge and Sons) 


Seree 
Or Or Ot Or 


CP 560 sy (Philbrick and Co) v Bevan, trading, &c (Farn- 
fields 
CP 561 Thorley Cattle Food Co ld (W Eley) v Watson (Argles and 


QB 562 Ruding (J and M Pontifex) v Real Property Trust, limd, 


and anr (Ashurst and Co) 


QB 563 Pepperell (J R Tindale) v The Marquis of Townshend (WA. 


ay) SJ 

Ex 564 —_ (Wa‘ter, Jarvis and T) v Nottage and anr (T Mick- 
em) 

QB 565 Richardson (Bird, M and R) v Oldham and Canning 
Mathews and 8) SJ 

CP 566 Chambers (F Norton) v Gaches and anr (Pitman and: 
Smart) without jury 

Ex 567 Smith (T W Goldring) v Clark (G Reader) 

Ex 6568 Parris (J N Mason) v Blowes (Beaumont and W) 

QB 569 Wise (C E R Preston) v Martin and anr (F Carter) 
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Legal News. 


It is announced that the courts will sit at the Guildhall 
for the trial of special and common jury causes on the Ist 
of December, and thence until December 21. The courts 
will continue to sit at Westminster during the same period 
for the trial of common jury actions. 


Charles Blake, of Newport, Monmouthshire, described as- 
a solicitor, was charged on a warrant before Mr. Vaughan: 
at Bow.street, on Tuesday, with obtaining £100 by false 
pretences and with intent to defraud. Mr. Romer Williams, 
of the firm of Williams, James, & Wason, solicitors,. 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, appeared to prosecute, and said the 
warrant was granted for the prisoner’s arrest in September: 
last. Mr. Eugene Wason, of the firm of Williams, James, 
& Wason, solicitors, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, deposed that, on 
the 15th of September last, the prisoner called at his office 
and asked for a loan of £500. He was asked what security 
he could give, and he replied that he was entitled under the 
will of his grandfather, ‘Thomas George Orton, to nine 
houses in Lambeth realizing a rent of £260 per annum. He 
could not produce the copy of the will then, but gave a 
reference. He was told that in addition to that, certificates 
of his birth and his parents’ marriage would be required, and 
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that as it appeared that he was only contingently 
entitled, he would have to insure his life. He pressed 
very hard for an advance the same day, but it being 
impossible until the will had been seen, witness 
promised to.go to Somerset House early the next morning 
and acopy. Being aware that he was a solicitor 
at Newport, Monmonthshire, witness asked why he did not 
go to his own agents, but he replied that he preferred the 
loan being made independently. He was asked several 
tines whether he had borrowed money, or in any way dealt 
with his reversion under the will, and reminded that, as 
a solicitor, he must know the risk of lending money on 
such a security. He was told that had it not been for the 
introduction with which he came, witness would have no 
dealings with him. To dispense with the services of a 
valuer, witness requested to see the property, and left with 
the prisoner in a cab, and drove to Royal-street, Lambeth, 
where they went in a house, and witness inquiredof a woman 
to whom she paid her rent. She replied to Mr. Blake. 
‘The next day witness went to Somerset House and bespoke 
a copy of the will, after reading it. The prisoner called at 
the office later on, and he was informed by witness that the 
‘will had been perused, and copies of his parents’ marriage 
certificates had been obtained, and that if he was, as 
he described, their only son, there would be no objec- 
tion to the allowance at six per cent. He agreed to 
those terms, and was told that a declaration would be 
required to prove that he was the only son and the property 
was unincumbered. The prisoner pressed very hard for 
£100 in advance, and witness let him have that sum until he 
‘could obtain a client to take up the loan. A cheque was 
handed to him and his I O U accepted for tke amount. 
Business being very pressing at the time the declaration was 
not filled up. It was arranged that he should call again on 
the 20th to complete the loan. He came on that day, and 
stated that he had been to the insurance office. Witness had 
that morning received an anonymous letter warning him 
not to lend any money to the prisoner, as he had no security 
to offer. He cautioned him as to the statements he had 
already made, and read over the declaration that had been 
prepared for him to sign. He declared everything to be 
correct, and signed it in the presence of witness as a 
magistrate of the county of Ayr. Witness then handed 
bim the anonymous letter, and asked him if he could 
give any clue to the writer. He said he could not at 
first, but subsequently said he thought it must be his uncle, 
He asked if there would be any objection to his taking the 
letter. There being none raised, he was allowed to take it. 
He was, however, told that the negotiations for the loan 
would be suspended until the letter had been explained. He 
went away, and on the 22nd of September witness received 
the following letter :—‘‘ London, 22nd of September, 1879. 
—My dear Sir,—With the greatest amount of shame and 
regret that it is possible for a man to feel, I write to acknow- 
ledge to you that what I declared to you about the Lambeth 
property being unincumbered was untrue. The fact is that 
losses at betting, and not being paid what is owed to me, 
have nearly driven me out of my mind, and I have for the 
last three months been perfectly reckless. I, however, 
really believed, and still do, that 1 should have been able to 
have paid you the £500 out of money really due to me, and 
the £100 I can and will pay you with interest within two 
months from now. I know all this is no excuse for it, in a 
case like mine especially, for a solicitor there can be no 
possible excuse. Still, I ask you not to proceed to extremi- 
ties, as that would prevent my being able ever to pay you. 
iI know I deserve that you should do so more than usually, 
but I only ask you if you decide not to prosecute me to put an 
advertisement in the front page of the Standard on Wednesday 
addressed to C. B., and saying that no proceedings will be 
taken. Ifso, I will return to town and do my utmost to 
return your money at once. I have given up, of course, 
my companion. 1 hove no home, and not £5 in my pocket, 
so I can’t be much lower down. I perhaps need hardly tell 
a that I shall be far enough off when this is delivered, 
ut I want, if possible, to try to repair the injury I have 
done you. Icanhardly write.—CHarLes Buaxe.” Witness 
stated that he had advanced the money on the faith of the 
risoner’s representations. Serjeant Partridge, detective E 
ivision, arrested the prisoner at Bernard-street, Russell- 
square. When taken into custedy he asked witness his 
mame, and on being told it said he was aware that he had 
been after him, but expressed a hope that his (prisoner’s) 
friends would repay the prosecutor. The prisoner reserved 
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his defence, and asked for a remand to enable him to obtain 
legal advice. The prosecution also asked for a remand, 
which was granted for a week. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Nov. 27, 1879. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent, Consols, 983 Annuitias, April, °85, of 

Ditto for Acctcunt, 98: Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Lo. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 97 Ex Bills ,£1000, 23 per Ct.7 pm, 
New 8 per Conb., 964 Ditto, £500, Do, 7 pm. 

.Do, $4 perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £26c, 7 pm. 

Do. 24 perCant., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, 2694 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 Ditte for Account. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind. Stk., 5perC., July, ’80, 1034; Enf.Pr.5§ perCent., May, 81 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 788, 103 April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. °73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf.Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan.?72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOOK, 











































Railways. Paid. Closing Price 
Stock |Bristol and Exeter ...... 100 ~_ 
Stock|Caledoni 100 1052 
Stock |Glasgow and South-Western ...scccoccceeee seove| 100 82 
Stock |Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ,,.. ves} 100 60% 
Stock |Great Northern ........ ove 100 123 
Stock | D0. A Stock® ......ccoccrssccvossscccerecsees 100 1214 
Stock |Great Southern and Western of Ireland 100 115 
Stock |Great Western—Original .oeesceeees 100 1125 
Stock |Lancashire and Yorkshire .........s00+ eves] 100 129 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast..... seve} 100 135 
Stock |London, Chatham, and Dover ..ssccscseseseres 100 28 
Stock [London and North-Western ........ teveseeeenens 100 147 
Stock London and South Western ....c..cccesssseseees| 100 134 
Stock |Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ......+000+ 100 82 
Stock |Metropolitan 100, 128 
Stock| Do,, District eircoan 100| 88 
Stock |Midland.......+09 Pore LINES OE RE 100 | 1354 
Stock |North British 100 | 82: 
Stock |North Eastern.e...ccscssserssesessoserseesevescessees 100} 149 
Stock |North London 100, 162 
Stock |North Staffordshire ssesscesssssssesesencsecsesseees 100 53 
MUORIG CRRA TRANG cen cccess vous vascbtnsnessonsnansteseenns 100 _ 
Stock /South-Eastern 100 129 














* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Ricaarp Hornssy & Sons (Limrrep).—It is proposed to 
convert the old established firm of Richard Hornsby & Sons, 
manufacturers of steam engines, agricultural machinery and 
implements, into a limited liability company, with a capital 
of £300,000 in 30,000 shares of £10 each. An agreement 
has been entered into with Messrs. Hornsby for the purchase 
of the freehold premises, together with the plant and 
machinery, patents, contracts, and stock-in-trade, for the 
sum of £234,772 17s. 6d., and the vendors take, in part 
payment of the purchase-money, £50,000 in five per cent. 
mortgage debentures (part of an intended issue of £100,000), 
and also subscribe for 10,000 shares on the terms of the 
prospectus. The death of the late Mr, Richard Hornsby, 
and the consequent withdrawal of a considerable amount of 
capital, has induced the vendors to convert the business 
into a company. No promotion money will be paid, and 
there is no payment for good-will. It may be mentioned 
that no application for shares will be received after Decem- 
ber 3 from London, and the following day from the country. 


Subscriptions are invited for the remaining £400,000 of 
debenture capital of the Hastern and South African Tele- 
graph Company (Limited). The share capital of this under- 
taking—£400,000—was fully subsctibed some time ago, 
and a large part of the line, the secions from Natal to 
Zanzibar, has been completed and opened for traffic, while 
the remaining section to Aden is to be laid by December 
31. The debentures represent a total of £600,000, of 
which £200,000 has already been subscribed. The interest 
is at the rate of five per cent., and they are redeemable at 
par within twenty years. The annual charge under ‘both 
heads is £48,200, as security for which the company 
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yilbave Government subsidies to the amount of £60,000 
gupum, besides a net traffic revenue estimated at 


¥50,000 per annum, 
















BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





BIRTHS, 
s—Nov. 25, at No. 2, Abbeville-road, Clapham-park, 
the wife of Frederick V. Dickins, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Mzap—Nov. 28, at 40, Norland-square, Notting-hill, the wife 
of Henry John Mead, solicitor, of a daughter. 
Qxr—Nov. 22, at 13, Sunderland-terrace, Westbourne-park, 
the wife of J. W. Orr, M.A., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


DEATHS. 
(ox—Nov. 24, at Moat Mount, Mill-hill, Mr. Serjeant Cox, 
9 






('DowD—Nov. 24, James O'Dowd, barrister-at-law, and As- 
sistant Solicitor of Customs, aged 77. 















LONDON GAZETTES. 











Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Nov. 21, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 

Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Bristow, Robert, Percy Villa, Walham Green. 

Dec 5 at 12.30 

(ue, James, Warnford court, Throgmorton st, Dealer in Stocks and 


Shares. Pet Nov18. Murray. Dec 5 at 11.30 
oy, Beey, Belgrave rd, Pimlico. Pet Nov 19. Brougham. Dec 
at 








Pet Nov 18. Murray. 







Proley, Alexander Gopsell, late of the Queen’s Hotel, St Martin’s-le- 
Grand, now out of England. Pet Oct 22. Hazlitt. Dec 3 atl 






To Surrender in the Country. 


Abbot, Joseph, Normanton, York, Schoo!master. Pet Nov 19.! Mason. 
Wakefield, Dee 3 at 11. 

Barnard, Benjamin, Rockland All Saints, Norfolk, Farmer. Pet Nov 
18, Cooke, Norwich, Dec 6 at 12 

Barnard, John Turner, Hutton Hill, York, Farmer. Pet Nov 17. 
Woodall. Scarborough, Dec. 2 at 3 












Evans, William, Levenshulme, Lancaster. Pet Nov 17, Lister. 
Manchester, Dec 4 at 11 
Frankish, Jabez, St Albans, Hertford, Miller. Pet Nov 15. Edwards. 





St Albans, Dec 3 at 8 

Gillirngs, James, Great Yarmouth, Shopkeeper. Pet Nov 14. Wor!- 
ledge. Great Yarmouth, Dec 8 at 1L 

Holmes, Annie, Newark-upon-Trent. Pet Nov 17. Patchitt. Not- 
tingham, Dec 8 at 3 

Owen Richard, Manchester, Stationer, Pet Nov 19. Lister. Man- 
chester, Dec 11 at 1) 

Richards, Richard, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Carrier. Pet Nov 12. Jenkins. 
Aberystwith, Dec 6 at 12 

Roberts, Ellis, Cesailgwmbach, Merioneth, Farmer, Pet Nov 12. Jen- 
kins. Aberystwith, Dec 6 at 12 

Smith, Thomas, Forest Hill, Kent, Builder. Pet Nov 19. Pitt-Taylor- 
Greenwich, Dec 5 at 1 

Stephenson, Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Pet Nov 17. Rollit. 
Kingston-upon-Hul!, Dec 2 at 3 

Valentine, Thomas, Manchester, Broker. Pet Nov 17. Lister. Man- 
chester, Dec 4 at 11 

















Tugepay, Nov. 25, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 


Labalmondiere, George, Atheneum Club, Pall Mall. 
Hazlitt. Dee 10 at 12 

Pritchard, Frederick William, Rathbone pl, Oxford st, Wine Merchant. 

‘Pet Nov 20. Hazlitt, Dec 10 at 11 

Tipper, George, Cloak lane, Cannon st, Stationer. Mot Nov 18. Pepys. 
Dec 10 at 11 








Pet Nov 22. 







To Surrender in the Country. 
Elis, James Howard, Bournemouth, Builder. Pet Nov 18, Dickinson. 


Poole, Dec 9 at 11 
Whelan, Michael, Sheffield, Boot Dealer. Pet Nov 21. Rodgers. 


heffield, Dec 10 at 1 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Nov. 21, 1879. 


Brenholz, Harris Davis, Birmingham, Wholesale Jeweller. Nov 13 


Jeffries, John Seaman, Blackmore Priory, Essex, Farmer. Novl8 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
FarpayY, Nov. 21, 1879. 













Anderson, James Henry, Croydon, Surrey, Wine and Soirit Merchant. 
Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Craig and Gribbon, Theobalds rd, Bedford 
row. Harlow, Southampton bidgs, Chancery lane 

Andrews, Albert William, Cheddar, Somerset, Coal Merchant. Dec 4 

at 12.20 at George Railway Hotel, Victoria st, Bristol. Webster, 

Axbridge 

Arno'd, Henry Heard, Plymouth, Ironmonger. 

st Hotel, Cannon st, Wilson, Plymouth 

Austin, John, Leeds, Dyer, Dec 4 at 11 at offices of Cousins, Bank 

chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Baldwin, John, Honton, Kent, Licensed Victualler. 

offices of Joslen, Priory, Knigntrider st, Maidstons 

Barber, John, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Dac 3 at 11 at offices of Frank- 
lin, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Bartlett Walter, Chastleton, Oxford, Weelwright. Dee 8 at 11 at Fox 
Hotel, Chipping Norton. Tomlinson, Moreton-in-Marsh 

Bassett, James, Wadhurst, Sussex, Wheelwright. Dec 5 at 11 at offices 
of Burton, Dymott terrace, Tunbridze Wells 

Bell, George John, Irthington, Cumberland, Yeoman. Dec 4 at2a 
Bush Hotel, Carlisle. Farish, jun, Brampton 

Blackburn, Peter, Over, near Winsford, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Dec{5 at 10 at offices of Cooke, Winsford 

Blackett, Frederic, Woodhouse, nr Leeds, Gent. Dec 2 at 3 at offices 
of Pullan, Bond st, Leeds 

Boorman, John, Etchingham, Sussex, Farmer. Dec 3 at 3.30 at offices 
of Stone and Simpson, Church rd, ‘Tunbridge Wells 

Bricknell, Thomas Erskine, Southampton, Confectioner. Dec 8 at 3 

Dec 5 at ll at 

Dec 1 at 3 


Dec 4 at 12 at Cannon 


Dec 12 at 2 at 


at offices of Bell, Portland st, Southampton 
Brooks, Grace, Heywood, Lancaster, Confectioner. 
offices of Banks, Market pl, Heywood 
Brooks, Thomas, Charlotte st, Tottenham Court rd, Baker, 
at offices of Clark, Portugal! st. Lincolns inn fields 
Brown, William, Dunkirk, Kent, Labourer, Dec 5 at 3 at offices of 
Collard, Castle st, Canterbury 
Burton, Alfred George, Oldbury, Worcester, Greengrocer. Dec tat 3 
at offices of Hartill, Birmingham st, Oldbury 
Butts, Isaac, Birmingham, Brazier. Dec 5 ut 3 at offices of Wood and 
Son, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Candy, Edmund James, Luckington, Somerset, Farmer. 
offices of Dunn and Payne,?King st, Frome 
Caswell, William, Graysinn rd, Fish Dealer. Dec 6 at 11 at offices of 
Fitch , Bedford row ’ 
Chaplin, George Henry, Gt St Helens, Iron Merchant. Dec 8at2 at 
Offices of Pannell and Co, Basinghall st. Brown, Basinghall st 
Chapman, William Henry, Belfour rd, Highbury New Park, Licensed 
Victualler. Dec 1 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Barnett, 
Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 
Chick, Frederick George, Long Acre, Refre- iment House Keeper. 
Nov 27 at 12 at offices of Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent Garden 
Clegg, Thomas, Livingstone Villas, New Thornton Heath, Licensed 
Victualler. Dec 1 at 2 at offices of Tu: ker, St James st 
Cossar, William Henderson, Stockton-on-Tees, Grocer. Dec 4 at 11.30 
at offices of Tayler, Mechanics’ Institute, Stockton-on- Tees 
Curtis, Joseph, Charlbury, Oxford, Tailor. Dec 5 at 11 at White Hart 
Hotel, Chipping Norton. Kilby and Mace, Chipping Norton 
Davis, John Joseph, Birmingham, out of business. Dec 2 at 3 at offices 
of Wright and Co, Broad st Corner, Birmingham. 
Drury, Thomas, Duffield, Derby, Surveyor. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of 
Close, Corn Market, Derby 
Eaton, ‘John Walley, Liverpool, Builders’ Merchant. 
offices of Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 
Edwards, Harry, Centra! Market, West Smithfiel, Meat Salesman. 
Dec 3 at 12 at offices of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul’s churchyard 
Evans, John, Hay, Brecon, Outfitter. Dec 7 at 1.30 at Mitre Hotel, 
Broad st, Hereford. Cheese, Hay 
Evans, John Ellick, Droitwich, Worcester, Innkeeper. Dec 5 at ll at 
offices of Crump, Bridge st, Walsall 
Fellows, Joseph, Sedgley, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Dee 6 at 12 
at Queen’s Arms Hotel, Wellington rd, Bilston. Fellows, Bilston 
Fenby, Joseph Beverley, and Sydney Harris, Birmingham, Camp Fur- 
niture Manufacturers. Dec 5 at 3 at Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson pl, 
Birmingham. Johnson and Co, Birmingham 
Feltham, James, Romsey, Hants, Innkeeper. Dec3 at 11 at White 
Horse Hotel, Romsey. Nodder, Salisbury 
Fenne!!, Daniel, Butlers Marston, Warwick, Baker. Dec 12 at 12 at 
Red Lion Inn, Kineton. Kilby and Mace, Banbury 
Ferguson, Charles Augustus, Cornwall gardens stables, Gloucester rd, 
Sine Master. Dec 15 at 3 at offices of Carr and Co, Vigo st, 
nt st 
F mk John, Northgate, Darlington, Merchant Tailor. Dec 5 at 11.30 
at King’s Head Hote!, Darlington. Barron, Darlington 
Fowler, Eliza, Axminster, Devon, Saddler. Dec 5 at 2 at offices of 
Andrew, Bedford cireus, Exeter 
Frost, Henry, Bolton, Lancaster, Hosier. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of 
Payne and Galloway, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Frater, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Drysaiter. Nov 28 at 3 at Law 
Sceiety, Ropal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Smith, Nerth Shields 
Gardner, William, Stodday, near Lancaster, Butcher. Dec 5 at 11 at 
offces of Holden and Whelon, Church st, Lancaster 
Gill, John, Batley, York, Wheelwright. Dec 2 at 10 at offioes of Wooler 
Exchange buildings, Batley 
Gill, John, Kegworth, Leicester, Baker. Dec 10 at 3 at officesot Fraser, 
Brougham chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Gorton, Richard, South Marston, Wilts, Farmer. Dec 3 at 2.30 at 
King’s Arms Hotel, Swindon. Salmon, Bristol 
Griffith, John, Salford, Lancaster, Professor of Music. Dec 6at ll at 
offices of Whilehead, Kicgefield, Manchester 
Grimshaw, Robert, Marske-by-the-Sea, York, Shoe Dealer. Dec 2 at 
11 at cffices of Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 
Hack, George Sydney, Regent’s park rd, Cheesemonger. Dec 4 at 3 at 
offices of Ogle, St Martin’s ct, St Martin’s lane 
Hadfield, Joseph, jun, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. Dec 4 at 
3 at Commercial Inn, Clevelaud st, Wolverhampton. Corbe u , Wor- 


Dec 3 at 3 at 


Dec 3 at 12 at 





Adams, Jobn Brice, Steeple Aston, Oxford, Baker. Dec 9 at 1.30 at 
White Lion Hotel, Banbury. Kilby and Mace, Chipping Norton 
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Hall, William, Howden, York, Farmer. Dez 1 at 3 at offices of Eng- 
land and Son, East parade, Goole 
Harber, Henry, Carlisle, Brewers’ Traveller. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of 
Errington, English st, Carlisle 
Hardy, George, Levenshulm:, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec | at 3 at offices 
of Hill, St Ann’s sq, Manchester 
Hargreaves, Thomas, Boothfold, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 10 at 3 at 
offices of Grundy and Co, Booth st, Manchester. Hargreaves and 
Knowles, Newchurch 
Harrison, George, Kingston-upon-Hul!, Engineer. 
offices of Walker and Spink, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Harvey, Christopher, Keynsham, Somerset, Builder. Dec 3 at 2 at 
offices of Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Hateley, James, jun, Bethnal green rd, General Merchant. Dec 5 at 
11 at Masons’ Arms, Masons’ avenue, Coleman st 
Hawkins, Jamer, Fryerning, Essex, Farmer, Dec 2 at 12.30 at Sara- 
cen’s Herd Hotel, Chelm-ferd. Best, New Bridge st, 
Herd, William, Manchester, Licensed Victualler, Dec 3 at 3 at offices 
of Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 
Hey, Thomas, Birstal, York, Innkeeper. Dec 2 at 3 at Royal Hotel, 
Cleckheaton. Mi'cheson, Heckmondwike 
Hicklin, Elizabeth, Pleek, Stefford, Licensed Victualler. 
at offices of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Hill, William, Heath town, Stafford, General Dealer. Dec 6 at 11 at 
offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Hindle, Thomas, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Builder. Dec 3 at 11 at 
offices of Hindle, Bolton rd, Over Darwen 
Hirst, George, Oldham, Milliner. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Hanchett and 
Watson, Church Jane, Oldham 
Hixson, William Thomas, Ashford, Kent, Fruiterer. Dec 5 at 2 at 
offices of Hallett and Co, Ashford 
Hobson, James, Wyke, York, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Dec 3 at 11 at 
offices of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradford 
Holdsworth, George, Oldham, Draper. Dec 3 at 3 at offices of Clegg, 
Clegg st, Oldham 
Howell, John, Landore, Swansea, Joiner. Dec 1 at 3 at Centre Head, 
Swansea. J: hn, Swansea 
Howel!, John, Pembrey, Carmarthen, no occupation. Dec 5 at 11 at 
offices of Howell, Stepney st, Llanelly 
Hullings, William Henry, Margaret st, out of business, 
cffices cf Chipperfield, Tiinity st, Southwark 
Jackson, William, Cong'eton, Chester, Shoe Dealer, 
offices of Cooper, Townhall chambers, Congleton 
Jaques, John Foster, Worcester. Lead Chaser. Dec 4 at 3 at Ship Hotel, 
Rotherham. Tree and Son, Worcester 
Jenkin, James Howard, Southampton rd, Kentish Town, Oil and 
Colourman. Dec 3 at 2 at offices of Morphett and Hanson, King st, 
Chespside. Terry, King st 
Johnsen, J-mes, Sawbridgeworth, Herts, Farmer. Dec 11 at 2 at 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Bastard, Brabant court 
Jones, Evin, Gwredog, Anglesey, Farmer. Dec 4 at 2 at Bull Hotel, 
Liangefni. Roberts, Bangor 
Jones, Richard, Cilcenin, Cardigan, General Shop Keeper. Dec 2 at 11 
at Talb:t Hotel, Tregaron. Hughesand Sons, Aberystwith 
Jones, William Andrew, Wolverhampton, Drysalter. U+c 8 at 12 at 
Seven Stars Hotel, John st, Wolverhampton. Ratciiffe, Wolver- 
hampton 
Keegan, John, Liverpool, Prevision Dealer. Dec 4 at 2 at offices of 
Fildes, North John st, Liverpool 
Keep, Amos, Bedford, Baker. Dec 6 at 11 at offices of Tebbs, St Peter’s 
green, Bedford 
Kemp, George, High st, Borough, Tailor. Dec 3 at 2 at offices of Reed 
and Lovell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghball st 
enney, John Henry Carver, Harrogate, Innkeeper. Dec 5 at 3 at 
Great Northern Railway Station Hotel, Leeds. Rhodes, Halifax 
King, George, Hastings, Builder. Dec 3 at 12 at the Law Ivstitution, 
Chancery lane. Jones, Hastings 
Lacklison, William, Dean, Cumberland, Farmer. 
of Wicks and Burn, Castiegate, Cockermouth 
Lanesteff, George Henry, and William Mace, Stockton-on-Tees, 
House Decorators. Dec 2 at 11 at ottices of Tweedy, High st, Stock- 
ton-on-Tees 
Latter, Thcmas, Brenchley, Kent, Wheelwright. Dec 3 at 11 at the 
Rose and Crown Inn, Brenchley. Palmer, ‘Tunbridge 
Leech, William, and Jiseph Leech, St Mary Axe, Cigar Merchants, Dec 
2 at 2 at offices of Scott and Berham, King st, Cheapside 
Leicester, William, Walton, nr Liverpool, Beerhouse keeper. 
3 at offices of Bartlett, Dale st, Liverpool 
Manceav, Amedee, Catterick, Ycrk, Innkeeper, Dec 6 at 3 at offices of 
Hunton, Ricbmond, York 
Matson, William Ekins, Godmarchester, Huntingdon, Farmer, 
at 10 at the Oak Inn, Godmanchester, Watts, St Ives 
Matthews, Fanny, Walrall, Dressmaker, Dec 2 at 19.15 at offices of 
Kast, Temple st, Birmingham 
Mawer, Thomas, Bradford, Grocer. Dec 5 at 3 at the George Hotel, 
Market st, Bradford. Berry and Robinson, Bradford 
Moore, Frederick, Stoke-upon-Trent, Grocer. Dec 3 at 11 at offices of 
James, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Morris, Albert, Tunbridge, Kent, Cowkeeper. Dec 6 at 11 at the Corn 
Exchange, Tunbridge. Rogers, Tunbridge 
Nicholas, John, Grendon Bishop, Hereford, Farmer. Dec 5 at 12 at 
the Crown Hotel, Broad st, Worcester. Garrold, Hereford 
Nicholson, Wiliam, Burrow-in-Furness, Printer. Dec 4 at 11 at the 
Imperia! Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness. Pearson, Barrow- 
in- Furness 
Ormerod, James, snd Lawrance Ormerod, Waterfoot, Felt Manu- 
facturers. Dec 3 at 9ntthe Duke of Buccleuch Inn, Waterfvot. 
Woodcock and Sons, Haslingdon 
Page, Charles, Hurstmoncenx, Snssex, Farmer. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of 
Lamb end Evett, Ship st, Brighton 
Palmer, Samuel, Watford, Hertford, ont of business, Nov 29 at 10.30 
at the Bell Inn, Chequer st, St. Albens. Steniland, Ludgate hill 
Parker, Nicholas Harinoll, B t Devor, Innkeper. Nov 29 at 2 
at offices of Bencraft and Son, Bridge chambers, Barnstaple 


Dec 3 at 12 at 


Dec 5 at 1 


Dec 8 at 3 at 


Dec 4 at ll at 


Dec 5 at 2 at offices 


Dec 5 at 


Dec 4 
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Partington, Thomas, Manchester, out of employment. Dec 2atSat 
offices of Walton, Marsden chambers, Marsden st, Manch 

Pettifer, Robert, sen, Stoke Bruerne, Northampton, Blacksmith, Dee 
at 11 at offices of Andrew, Market sq, Northampton 

Poole, Frederick, Ludgate Circus, Ironmonger. Dec 8 at 2 at offices 
of Rae, Mincing lane 

Rasta 1, Clement, Pebworth, Gloucester, Baker. 
of Eades and Son, Evesham 

Reach, James, Bury St Edmunds, Baker. 
Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. 
mounds 

Robinson, Charles, Luton, Bedford, Plait Dealer. Dec 3 at: 11 at offices ot 
Newbod, King st, Luton 

Roscoe, George Harry, Stalybridge, Lancaster, Poultry and Fish 
Dealer. Dec 4 at 11 at offices of Rowles, Stamford st, Staly- 


Dec 2 at 11 at offices 


Dec 9 at 12 at the 
Salnon and Son, Bury 8 By. 


bridge 

Royle, Samuel, and Peter Fray Rawson, Wigan, Watchmaker, 
Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Scott and Ellis, Arcade b!dngs, King gt, 
W'gan 

Rashby, Thomas, Hillborough, Sheffield, Builder. Dec 5 at 9 
at = Society, Aldine court, Sheield, Mercer and Alderson, 
Sheffie 


Sabin, Jeseph, Joseph Frederick Sabin, Frank Thomas Sabin, and Wy. 
liam Winterborne Sabin, Hart st, Bloomsbury, Bookseilers., Dec }5 
at 3at 145,Cheapside. Thomas, Cheapside 

Salt, Elizabeth, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Grocer. Dec 1 at 11 at office 
of James, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Scott rn, John, Derby, Joiner. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of Close, Com 
Market, Derby 

Sheldon, Samuel, Stokenchurch, Oxford, Farmar. Dec 4 at 11 at offices 
of Parker and Parker, Corn Market, Thame 

Shingleton, John, St Paul’s rd, Limehouse, Greengrocer. 
at offices of Marshall, Chancery lane 

Shock, Solomon, Liverpool, Cap Manufacturer. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of 
Nordon and Levy, Victoria st, Liverpoo!. 

Simpson, George, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Dec 5 at 3 at offices of 
Haines, Westgate chbrs, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Simpson, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor. Dec 3 at 3 at offices 
of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull. Woodhouse and 
Peach, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Smith, George, Lichfield, Licensed Victualler. 
East, Temple st, Birmingham 

Smith, John Elias, Stockport, Draper. Dec 9 at 3 at Clarence Hotel, 
Piccadilly, Manchester. Harris, Manchester 

Spencer, Thomas, New-ham, Northumberland, Grocer. Dec 1 at2at 
offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood at, Newcastle-uvon-Tyne 

Spurin, Maj_r Henry, Colnbrook, Bucks, Linen Draper. Dec 6 at lat 
offices of Barrett and Dean, High st, Slough 

Standish, William, Westhoughton, Lancaster, Provision Dea'er, Dee 
6 at 11 at offices of Stuart, King st, Wigan 

S:anion, John, Fenton, Stafford, Beerseller. Dec 5 at 11 at offices of 
Salt, High st, Tunstall 

Stapleton, Frederick, Sheffie'd, Builder. Dec 3 at 3 at Law Society, 
Aldine ct, High st, Sheffield. Porrett, Sheffield 

Stocks, Alfred, Lincoln, Tillage Merchant. Dec 3 at 11 at Angel Inn, 
Brigg. Stephenson and Mountain, Great Grimsby 

Stokes, George Alfred, Fairfax rd, South Hampstead, Boot Dealer. Dec 
1 at 11 at offices of Biggin, Chancery lane 

Stovold, Thomas, Goldsmith's row, Hackney rd, Boot and Shoe Mam- 
faciurer, Dee 3 at 3 at offices of Marshall, Chancery lane 

Styles, A'fred, Bridge parade, Teddington, Bootmaker, Dec 11 at2at 
ottices of Laundy and Son, Cecil st, Strand 

Talbot, William, Blackpool, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Dec 8 at 3 at the 
Clarence and Kailway Hotel, Blackpool 

Tayle:, George Hodgkinson, Downham Market, Norfolk, Sack Man 
facturer. Dec 4 at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Welsh 
man and Carrick, Wisbech 

Thomas, Edward, Wrexham, Denbigh, Grocer. Dee 8 at 2.30 at the 
Lion Hotel, Hope s', Wrexham. Jones, Wrexham 

Thomas, Thomas James, Rediand, Bristol, Builder. Dec 5 at lla 
offices of Fussell and Co, Liverpool Chambers, Corn s’, Bristol 

Turner, Timothy Thomas, Wilton rd, Pimlico, Jub Master. Deo 10a 
12 at offices of Owles, Chanovry lane 

Turton, John, Wombwell, York, Collier. Dec 3 at 3 at offices d 
Rideal, Chronicle Chainbers, Barnsley 

Wales, Thomas, Woodhurst, Huntingdon, Farmer. Dec 4 at 4 at the 
Unicorn Hotel, St. Ives, Huntingdon. Waits, St. Ives 

Walker, John, Overton, Chester, Inukeeper. Dec 8 at 11 at officesd 
Jean: and Co, Winwick st, Warrington 

Walker, William, York, Grocer. Dec 9 at 12 at offices of Wilkinson, 
St. Helen’s #q, York 

Weeks, Charles Alfred, Backwell, Somerset, Baker. Dec 1 at 2 at offices 
of Clifton and Carter, Broad st, Bristol 

Whale, William, Wedhampton, Wilis, Farmer. Dec 1 at 11 at offices 
ot Marshall, St. Jonn st, Devizes 

Wilbraham, Thomas Kendrick, Han'ey, Stafford, Publican. Dec 1 at? 
at offices ot Llewellyn and Ackrill, Piccadi!ly st, Tunstall 

Wood, Thomas, King William st, Merchant. Dec | at 2 at officesd 
b in and Co, Queen Victoria st. Tanner, Circus pl, Finsbary 
circus 

Worger, William Brett, Ramsgate, out of business, Dec 4 at 2 at6 
Arthur st East, London. Cuart:r and Bell, Easicheap 


Nov 29 at 2 


Dec 2 at 12 at offices of 


Tugspay, Nov. 25, 1879, 

Abrahams, Isidore, sen., Wilton rd, Pimlico, Hatter. Dec 4 at 10% 
offices of Lewir, Chancery lane. Maicklethwait, Long acre 

Anéerson, Smith, Liverpool, Paper Dealer. Dec 11 at 2 at officesd 
Davier, the Tempe, Dale st, Liverpool 

Arm-trong, John, Embleton, Cumberland, Butcher. Dec 5 at 4» 
at the Pheasant Inn, Piel Wyke, Brigham. Lothian, Keswick 

| Ayton, Frederick, Kellett rd, Brixton, Brewers’ Agent, Dec 11 at il 
at offices of Philipson, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upou-Tyne, 

| King William st 





Bailey, Michae! Buckworth, Lawn rd, Haverstock Hill, Clerk in Hof 


i 
| Orders. Dec 11 at 8 at offices of Woolf and Orump, Queen & 


Cannon st 





\ 


stain eiel geghee 


Bull, Josi 
at 11,8 

Bordell, 
Victual 


Ad, 
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nit George, West Hill, Devon, Farmer. Dec 8 at 1.30 at the 


way Hotel. Sidmouth Junction. Jeffrey 
Baker, Robert, Membury, Devon, Farmer. Dec 10 at 12 at offices of 
Dec 12 at 11 at the 


son fiard d, Buckingh: F 
Robert, Hardmead, Buckingham, Farmer. 
ny Hotel, Bedford. Conquest and Olare, Bedford ‘ 
pater, John Gresham, Birmingham, Fruit Merchant. Dec 9 at 2 at 
offices of Brown, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
parker, George, Backbarrow, Lancaster, Grocer. Uec 11 at 3 at the 
Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Simms, Barrow- in-Furness 
ough, Thomas, New Shildon, Durham, Painter. Dec 5 at 3at 
offices of Proud, Market pl. Bishop Auckland 
, David, Willenhall, Stafford, Lock Manufacturer. Dec 10 at 11 
stoffices of Vaughan, Walsall st, Willenhall 
Bacher, Britten, Lonsdale rd, Bayswater, Baker. Dec 4 at 3 at offices 
of Cooper, Chancery lane 4 
Jemett, George, Retford, Nottingham, Stonemason. Dec 12 at 11 at 
offices of Bescody, Grove st, Retford 
jerresford, Thomas, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Herbalist, Dec 9 at 3 
atthe Derby Hotel, Railway road, Over Darwen, Radcliffe, Black- 


, Thomas, Wollaston, Worcester, Paper Hanger. Dec? at 2 at 
the Bridge Ino, Beauty Bank, Stourbridge. Chidley, Wolver- 


ton 

strsite, Daniel, Barrow-in-Furness, Boot Dealer. Dec 8 at3 at 
the Imperial Hotei, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness. Thomp- 
son, Barrow-in-Furness 

Britnell, John Shaw, Chepping Wycombe, Bucks, Baker. Dec 9 at 3 
at 25, High st, Chepping Wycombe. Rawson, Great Mariow 

Brocklebank, Joshua, Penrith, Licensed Victualler, Dec 8 at 11 at 
the Bell and Bullock Hote!, Penrith. Wannop, Carlisle 

Broome, Joseph, Macclesfield, Engineer, Dec s at 2 at offices of Bul- 
lock, Brunswick st, Macclesfield : 

Brown, John, East Hanningfield, Essex, Blacksmith. Dec 11 at 11 at 
the Saracen’s Head Hote), Chelmsford. Crick and Freeman 

Bucknall, Matthew Henry, Bilsby, Lincoln, Pablican, Dec5 at 3 at 
the Falcon Inn, New st, Boston. Snaith, Boston 

Bucknall, William Henry, Bristol, Fishmonger, Dec 4 at 12 at cffices of 
Clifton and Carter, Broad st, Bristol 

Bull, Josiah William, Papworth St Agnes, Huntingdon, Farmer. Dec 5 
at 11,80 at the Unicorn Hotel, St Ives. Watts, St Ives 

Bordell, William Chatterton, Snenton, Nottingham, Licensed 
Victualler. Dec 12 at 2 at offices of Lees, Middle pavement, Not- 

ham 

Burn, William, Chevington, Northumberland, Farmer. Dec 9 at 12 at 
the Neville Hotel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Lynn, Blyth 

Burtinshaw, Henry, and Arthur William Pywell. Stockport, Cordial 
Manufacturers, Dec 6 at 11 at the Wellington Hotel, Wellington 
md, Stockport. Beaumont and Rickards, Manchester 

(arr, William Ward, Suffolk st, Pull Mall, Doctor of Medicine. Dec 15 
at 2 at offices of Ogle, Cannon st. Mathews, Cannon st 

Cartwright, William James, Bournemouth, Hants, 
Dec 8 at 1 at offices of Stocken and Jupp, Lime st sq. 


Draper. 
Lomer and 


Chadwick, John Henry, Horbury, York, Commission Agent. Dec 8 at 
ll atthe Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Fryer 

Chambers, William Charles, Kingston-upon-Hull. Provision Merchant. 
Dec 5 at 3 at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Jackson, Hull 

n, Ambrose George, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Clothier. 

Dec 4 at 2 at offices of Beckingham, Albion chmbrs, Broad st, Bris- 
tol, Moore and Haivey, Wimborne Minster 


Clark, Thomas Henry, Sandbach, Chester, Butcher. Dec 12 at 3 at the © 


Wheatsheaf Hotel, Sandbach 

Qeland, Hugh, Fitchett’s <t, Noble st, Manufacturer of Artificial 
Flowers. Dec 15 at 12 at offices of Morley, Cheapside 

Coates, Gardirer, Scarborough, Fish Curer. Dec 5 at 4,30 at offices of 
Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 

Cook, John, Skelton, York, Grocer. Dec 6 at 11 at offices of Barron, 
High row, Darlington 

Cook, Thomas, Ash-next-Sandwich, Kent, Farmer, Dec 8 at 1 at Bell 
Hotel, Sandwich, Foord-Kelcey, Margate 

Cordner, William, and George James Cordner, Sunderland, Farmers. 
Deo 9 at 11 at offices of Steel, Bank bidgs, Sunderland 

Corfield, Herbert Alfred Wilmot, Warwick, Coal Merchant. Dec 1! at 
1 at offices of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Ralph, and John Dale, Cardiff, Shipwrights. Dec 6 at 3 at 

offices of Williams and Williams, Church st, Cardiff. Downing, 


iff 
Ontlock, Frances Ann, Norwich, Dressmaker. Dec 3 at 3 at offices of 
and Linay, ‘Theatre st, Norwich 
Daulton, Thomas, Kingston-upor-Hull, Grocer, Dec & at 11 at offices 
of Holmes and Crumpton, Temple bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull, Wray, 
Bridlington 
8, Morgan, Llandilo, Carmarthen, Coal Merchant. Dec 5 at 2 at 
of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 
Dean, George Charles, Birmingham, Clothier. Dec 10 at 3 at offices of 
Horton, Colmore row, Birmingham 
» Edwerd, Tranmere, Chester, Ironmonger. Dec 8 at 3 at 
of Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 
» Jabez, Wainfleet All Saints, Lincoln, Grocer, Dec € at 2 at 
Spine? Rooms, Wainfleet All Saints. Thimbleby and Son, 
» Samuel, Hadstoek, Essex, Farmer. Dec 8 at 11 at New Town 
hall, Saffron Walden. Freeland and Bellingham, Saffron Walden 
Evans, John, Hay, Brecon, Outfitter. Dec 6 at 1.30 at Mitre Hotel, 
PR st, Hereford. Cheese, my 
» Henry, Hanley, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper, Dec 4 at 11 at 
of Stevenson Cheapside, Hanley 
» Thomas, Lauriston rd, South Hackney, Boot Manofacturer. 
5 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Qooper, Chancery 


a f ote ri age st, orti ‘On, err ai 
bt ’ ? P’ Y 





Flanagan, William, Liverpool, Tallow Chandler. Dec 10 at 2.30 at 
offices of Murphy, Dale st, Liverpool 

Floyd, Sarah, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Dac 11 at 3 at offices of Horton, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Ford, Edward, Cheddar, Somerset, Butcher, Dec 9 at 2 atLamb Hotel,. 
Axbridge. Smith, Weston-super-Mare 

Freegard, William George, Christian Malford, Wilts, Coal Merchant. 

esbury 


Deo 9 at 11.45 at 196, 


Dec 9 at 1 at Railway Hotel, Bath. Clark and Smith, Malm: 

Frizell, James, Llangwathan, Pembroke, Farmer. Dec 11 at lla® 
Razen Arms Hotel, Narberth. Evans, Haverfordwest 

Gane, Walter Henry, Bristol, Cask Dealer. Dec 5 at 2 at offices of 
Sibly, Exchange West, Bristol 

Gillett, Jonn, Oaklands, Oxford, Farmer. 
High st, Oxford 

Greening, George, Gt Witcombe, Gloucester, Coachman, Dec 8 at 3 at 
offices of Pruev, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Greenwood, John, Birstall, York, Plasterer. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of: 
Butler and Middlebrook, Geldard rd, Birstall 

Grinsdale, William, Kingsland rd, Builder. Dec 9 at3 at offices of 
Collins and Wilkinson, King William st 

Gringley, George, Leeds, Hay Dealer. Dec 5 at 2 at offices of Weston, 
Park row, Leeds 

Groom, Jcsiah, Shrewsbury, Photographer. Dec 5 at 11 at offices of 
Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Guilliford, Joseph, Cardiff, Stationer. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Jones- 
St Mary st, Cardiff 

Ha)l, John, Chadderton, Lancaster, Clog Manufacturer. Dec 8 at 11 
at offices of Evans, Booth st, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Hammond, William, jun, Norwich, Shoe Manufacturer. Dec8 at2 at 
offices of Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 

Hare, Charles, Deeping St Nicholas, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 8 at 2 at 
offices of Atter and Brown, Queen st, Peterborough 

Harris, Frederick, Liverpool, Jet Manufacturer. Dec 8 at 2 at offices 
of Knox, Lord st, Liverpovi. Spinks and Gawith, Liverpool 

Harris, John, Butterwick, Lincoly, Farmer, Dec 6 at 11 at offices of 
Jebb and Son, Wide Bargate, Boston 

Hayne, William, South Molton, Outfitter, Dec 12 at 12 at the offices of 
Cross and Co., South Molton 

Dec 11 at 3 at offices of Whit- 


Hepworth, Thomas, Oldham, Grocer, 
taker, St Peter st, Oldham 

Herman, Joseph, Dartford, Kent, Watch and Clock Maker. Decidat 
11.30 at offices of Haywarcs and Co, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry 

Hestbeck, Charles, Byker-on-Tyne, Northumberland, Provision Mer- 
chant. Dec 10 at 12 at the County Court, Westgate rd, Newcastle-on~ 
Tyne. Wawn, South Shields 

Hewer, Henry, Cirencester. Baker. Dec 3 at 3 at the Three Horse Shoes 
Inn, Cirencester. Lovett, Cricklade 

Higgs, Swinfield, Christchurch, Monmouth, Farmer. Dec 5 at 12 at 
the « ffices of Farr and Wade, Dock st, Newport 

Hill, Albert, Bradford, Butcher. Dec 2 at 11 at offices of Rhodes, Kirk- 
gate, Bradford 

Hinchcliff, James, Austoniey, Holmfirth, York, Farmer. Dec 10 
at 2 at the Crown Hotel, Holmfirth. Duckworth, Manchester 

Hodder, Edwin James, Rosemary ri, Peckham, Grocer Dec 5at2 at 
offices of Terry, King st, Cheapside 

Hounsom, John, William Hounsom, and Albert Hounsom, Easte 
bourne. Dec 8 at 12 at the Guildbali Coffee House, Coles and Carr, 


Eas’ bourne 
Howes, Cubitt, Hemsby, Norfolk, Farmer. Dec 10 at 12 at offices of 


Dec 9 at lat the Queen's 


Worship and Kising, 8.uth Qusy,Great Yarmouth. 

Hunter, George. Griston, Norfolk, Farmer. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of Grige 
son and Robinson, Watton 

Hyde, John, and Joseph Hyde, Cinderford, Gloucester, Contracto: 
Dec 9 ut 12 at offices ot Locke, Melksham . 

Jackson, George Edward, Batley, York, Joiner. Dec 9 at 2.30 at 
the offices of Coates, Bank chmurs, Commercial st, Batley. Ridgway 
and Ridgway, Dewsbury 

Jacob, John, Baltonsborough, Somerset, Auctioneer. Dee 10 at 11 at 
offices of Bath, Chilkwell st, Glastonbury 

Jeffs, Caroline, Wilenhal!, Stafford, Grocer Dec 5 at 3 at offices of 
Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 

Jones, James, Derby, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 5 at 3 at offices of Higgs, 
Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Keenan, Patrick, Bishop Auckland, Furniture Broker. Dec 8 at 3 
at the Angel Inn, Market pl, Bishop Auckland 

Kelsey, Frank, Market Weighton, York, Innkeeper. Dec 10 at 
11 30 at the Griffin Inn, Market Weighton. Poweil and Sargent, 
Po-cklington 

Knapman, Edward, John st, Eégware rd, Butcher. Deo 11 at 3 at offices 
of Nickinson and Co, Chancery ln 

Lasegue, Richard, Riddings, Derby, Drapery Warehouseman, Dec 9 
at 11 at the Bell Hotel, Sadler Gate, Derby. Carsham, Ripley 

Lefevre, Henry, Canterbury, Draper. Dec 10 at 12 at the offices of 
Carr and Co, Basinghall st 

Leigh, Thomas, Baguley, Chester, Farmer. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of 
Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 

Lloyd, John, Ruthin, Denbigh, Saddler, 
Hotel, Chester. Adams 

Low, Willlam, North Ormesby, York, Engineer. Dec 5 at 12 at offices 
of Brayshay, H gh st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Manse!l, John, Churchdown, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Dec 9 at 2 at the 
Eight Bells Hotel, Church st, Cheltenham. New, ,» and 
Gerrard, Evesham 

Marsden, Isaac, Crofton, near Wakefield, Licensed Hawker. Dec 5 at 
1] at offices of Lake, Wakefield 

Martin, Robert, Sheffield, Grocer. Dec 11 at 12 at offices of Franklin, 
Norfolk st, Sheffield, Bescoby, East Retford 

More, Clement, Me:ficld, Suffolk, Frrmer. Dec 19 at 2 at the Swan 
Hotel, Harleston. Pollard, Ipswich 

Morgan, Henry, jun, Birmingham, Fish Salesman, Dec 8 at ll at 
offices of Lowe and Son, Temple st, Birmingham 

Morley, Allen, Wakefield, Provision Merchant, Dec 8 at 11 at offices of 
Kemp, Barstow sq, Wakefield 
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“Mottershall, Thomas Cousins, Nottingham, Provision Merchant. Dec 
8 at 3 at offices of Clifton, St. Peter’s Chambers, Nottingham 

Murfin, Charles, Nottingham, Plasterer. Dec 8 at 11 at offices of 
Stevenson, Weekday Cross, Nottingham 

Needham, William, Princes sq. Bayswater, Commercial Traveller. Dec 
3 at 11 at offices of Philp, Walbreok 

Noblet, William, B'ackpoo!, Fishmonger. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of 
Blackburst,'Lythum st, Blackpool 

liver, Thomas, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Tobacconist. Dec 12 at 2 at 
offices of Howard, East st, Melcombe Regis 


Parsons, Stephen, Birchfields, nr Birmingham, Advertising Agent, 
Dec 6 at 11 at offices of Peet, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Peach, George Edward, Shifnal, Salop, Innkeeper. Dec 9 at 11 at 
offices of Leek, High st, Shifnal 

Pebody, Joseph, Denmark rd, Kilburn, Carman. Dec 9 at 12 at offices 
of Sampson, Maryebone rd 

Phillips, Williom, Holt, Denbigh, Farmer. Dec 17 at 11 at offices of 
Pugh, Temple row, Wrexham 

Pinder, Jo-eph, Pres on, Bobbin Turner. Dec 5 at ll at the County 
Court, Winckley st, Preston. Whiteside, Preston 

Power, Harington, Preston, Auctioneer. Dec 9atllat the County 
Court Office, Winckley st, Preston. Parry, Preston 

Priestley, Wiliam Henry, Batley Carr, York, Confectioner, Dee 8 at 
11 at offices of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 

Pritchsrd, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. Dect6 at 2atthe Railway 
Hotel, Bangor. Jones and Co, Carnarvon 

Purnell, Mary Ann, Littledean, Gloucester, Grocer. 
offices of Parker, Newnham 


Rees, Thomas, Carmarthen, Farmer. Dec 3 at 10.15 at the Feathers 
Hotel, Aberayron, Griffiths, Carmarthen 

Robinzon, John, Cotherstone, York, Miller. Dec 9 at 11.30 at the 
King’s Head Inn, Barnard Castle, Waistell, Darlington 

Robinson, John, Westbromwich, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 8 at 12 at offices 
of Hartill, Birmingham st, Oldbury 

Rowley, Alfred, Clerkenwell rd, Diamond Merchant. Dec 4 at 3 at 
offices of Browne and Son, John st, Bedford row 


Sends, Richard, Chatham, Grazier. Dec 13 at1l at 23, Southampton 
st, Holbora 

Saunders, Thomas, Shipston-on-Stour, Worcester, Tailor. Dec1llat 11 
at offices of Kilby and Mace, High st, Banbury 

Sbarp, Thomas Robert, Whitby, Chemist. Dec 8 at 1 at Abbott’s Rail- 
way Hotel, York. Buchanan and Son, Whitby 

Sidaway, Joseph, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 5 at 
12 at offices of Addison, High st, Brierley Hill 

Simpson, Robert, Barnard Castle, Durham, Gunsmith. Dee 4 at 3 at 
Wittam Testimonial, Barnard Castle. Watson 

Slavghter, James Robert, Cloth-fair, Smithfield, Eating-house Keeper. 
Dec 12 at 3 at offices of Phipos, Farringdon st 

Smith, James Napier, Longton, Stafford, China Decorator. Dec 9 at 11 
at offices of Young, High st, Longton 

Smith, Richard Samael, Plymouth, Printer. Dec 6 at 10.30 at Queen’s 
Hotel, St Martin’s-le-Grand. Square, Plymouth 

South, Sidrey Smith, Sheerness, Baker. Dec 8 at 12.30 at offices of 
Copland, Edward st, Sheerness 

Spencer, Samuel, Heywood, Lancaster, Waste Dealer. Dec 18 at 3 at 
Red Lion Hotel, Lord st, Rochdale. Worth, Rochdale 

Spicer, George, Salcott rd, Wandsworth, Builder. Dec 3 at 3 at offices 
of Hawkine, Cheapside 

Stainsby, John, Linthorpe, near Middlesbsrough, Builder. Dec 5 at 
11 at offices of Cooper, Northbrook bidgs, Linthorpe rd, Middles- 
borough. Sill, Middlesborough 

Staley, John, Moss-side, nr Manchester, Boot Maker. Dec 5 at 3 at 
Swan Hotel, Stafford. Farriogton, Manchester 

Stone, William Owen, Radnage, Buckingham, Chairmaker. Dec 16 at 
3 at cffices of Reynolds, High st, High Wycombe 

Stroud, Alfred Horatio, Bournemouth, Builder. Dec 5 at 1 at Bijou 
Hall, Albertrd, Bourvemouth. Wade, Bournemouth 

Strudwick, William, Heywood, Lancaster, Joiner. Dec 8 at 10 at offices 
of Banks, Market pl, Heywood 


‘Tate, James, Norwich, Suger Boiler. Dec 3 at12 at Cannon st Hotel, 
Cannon st, Kent, Norwich 

Thomas, David, Gelligear, Glamorgan, Contractor. Dec 6 at | #t offices 
ot Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Thomas, John, Lampeter, Cardigan, Licensed Victualler. Dec 8 at 3 at 
offices of Lloyd, High st, Lampeter 

Thomas, Thomas Gale, Trowbridge, Wilts, Carpenter. Dec 9 at 12 at 
offices of Rodway, Fore st. Trowbridge 

‘Thorn, Thomas George, Waldron, Framfield, Sussex, out of b 


Dec 9 at 12 at 


Whittaker, Semuel, Strangeways. Manchester, ont of business, Bis 
10 at 3 at offices of Hankinson, Queen’s chambers, John Roe 


chester 
Williams, John, Ruabon, Denbigh, Chemist, Dec 9 at 3 
Morris, roe Wrexh 
Williams, William Denston, Newcastle, Monmouth, Farmer. 
10 at offices of Browne, Abergavenny ies 
Willis, Thomas James, Liverpool), Costume Manufacturer. Dee 19, 
at offices of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Simp 1 
North, Liverpool a, 
Wood, Isaac, Lenham, Kent, Farmer. Dec 8 at 5 at King’s Headlm, 
Charing. Norwood, Charing 
Woodward, Edmund, Selly Oak, Worcester Coal, Dealer. DecSm 
at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Woodard, William Arthur, Railton rd, Brixton, Grocer. Deo 6 tly 
offices of Armstrong, Chancery lane i 
Woolley, John Henry, Flixton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Dec 12 ag! 


King’s Hrms Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Claydon, Mam! 


——_ 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


chester 








Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, withith 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly d 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluablg 
Invalids and Children.” ‘ 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c., and IN REALITY 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful toa 

ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocOATINA A LA VARILLE is the most delicate, digestible, ¢ 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pry 
nibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY, 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 


(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis an4 post-free, 
explains the only pertectly painless system of adapting ARTI 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Patis 

1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 

1853.—Consultation daily free. .: 
SON 


EDE AND 


ROBE Bae MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bamh 
Corporation of London, &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, @ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94. CHANCERY LAN¥. LONDON. ~— 
£10,000 WANTED, at Five per Cent., on Secu 


first-class Colliery, in full work, including Freehold Buildin 
Plant of great value.—Address, S. W. & Son, care of Job Brother 
Co., 46, Cannon-street, London, E.C. 

















Dec 9 at 12 at Bear Hotel, Lewes. Hillman, Cliffe, Lewes 
Turner, John, Ludford Magna, Lincoln, Butcher. Dec 8 at 11 at offices 
of Chambers, Market Rasen 


Vale, Henry, Birmingham, Tobacconist. 
Colmore row, Birmingham 


Warsop, George, and Henry Walker Hill, Nottingham, Engineers, 
Dec 9 at ll at the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. 


Martin 

‘Webb, Amos, Beanacre, Wilts, Builder. Dec 6 at 12 at 5, Westgate 
bidgs, Bath 

‘Webber, Edward John, Gt Winchester st, Commission Agent. Dec 9 
n=) 12 at — of Shaw, Coleman st. Pollard. King’s Arms yard, 

oorgate s 

Webster, John, York, Blind Maker. Dec 8 at 11 at offices of Mann 
and 8on, New st, York 

While, Charles, Birmingham, Carriage Builder. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

White, John, Moss 8i » Manchester, out of business. Dec 9 at 3 at 
offices of Sumner, Marsden st, Mauchester 

White, William, Jamaica rd, Bermondsey, Cheesemonger. Dec 8 at 11 
at offices of Moss, Gracecburch st 
hitehead, Frank, Glastonbury, Somerset, out of business. Dec 11 at 
11 at offices of Bath, Chilkwell st, Glastonbury 


Whiting, George. Sheffield, Watch Maker. Dec3 at 11 at offices of 
Porrett, Rank st, Sheffield 


Dec 5 at 3 at offices of Peet, 








AW PARTNERSHIP.—Wanted, a Partnership @ 

an established Conveyancing Practice, The Advertiser cam, n 

good references as to position, ability, and means, and is willing to’ he 
—Address Acquitas, “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 52, Carey 

London, W.C ee 

AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Atzerr Sr. Patt 

4 (M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for their Preliminary 

Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in cam 

Resident pupils received.—Address, 11. Staple-inn, London, W.0. | 


Shy FINAL and INTERMEDIATE EXAMI 
TIONS.—A Barrister, who has haé much successful 

in preparing Candidates for the above, is forming Classes for t 

Hilary Examiration, or will prepare Candidates separately. 

H., care of Honeekeeper, 60, Chancery-lane, or by letter. 


\ R. INDERMAUR (Clifford’s Inn P 

Ed itor of the Law Student’s Journal, and Author of 
Works for Law Students) receives pupils for all lega! Exan 
or reading, both in class and privately, and also prepares stude® 
through the post. The number in each class is limited to 12. 
Final (Solicitors) for last five terms in succession, pupils haved 
Honours, During that time 68 sent up, of whom 61 passed, 10 of t 
Lavon beng amy A terms and further particulars apply, peél 
or by letter, to Mr. INDERMAUR, 22, Chancery-lane, London. 














